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PREFACE 


It is the purpose of this volume to explain as simply 
as possible from the viewpoint of the thoughtful American 
citizen the principles by which political action is in the 
main guided in the United States and in other countries 
similarly situated. This material was prepared originally 
as a course of lectures to be given on the George Blu- 
menthal Foundation at Columbia University in the fall 
and winter of 1907. The lectures are printed substan- 
tially as given, so far as substance and arrangement are 
concerned.. If in any way they are to be distinguished 
from other writings on ^aimilar topics, it is in the effort 
to bring into closer touch than is usual the work of the 
scholar and of the practical man of affairs. Too often 
students in our Universities take the courses in economics 
and in politics without becomii^g fully conscious of the 
fact that the topics th^t they are studying are ^ose which 
concern actual living conditions, and that if they are 
thoroughly understood they may prove helpful lat^i* in 
the business of life. Unfortunately, the men who write 
books on ecoi^pmic and political topics too frequently base 
their studies only on other books written by men who 
likewise have not had practical experience. In conse- 
quence, such studies at times lack touch with actual life. 
On the other hand, the men who do business and those 
who are active in guiding the affairs of state compa^- 
tively seldom write out in detail their methods of w($rk 
and the principles by which their activities are guided. 
In thq preparation of this work, while it has been tbe ^ 
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PREFACE 


intention not to neglect the books that have been written 
on the subject, more material has been secured*from men 
engaged in the practical work of politics and from a some- 
what long experience in the observation of political affairs. 

The topics here treated haye been discussed for many 
years with students in the class room as well as with citi- 
zens of many types who are interested in public questions. 
I hope that the work may prove helpful to citizens, espe- 
cially to our young citizens who are ambitious to play 
a part in politics, in making clear and impartial their own 
outlook on life, and in enabling them to fix thoroughly 
and wisely the principles by which their own political 
activity may be guided. 

JEREMIAH W. JENKS. 

Cornell Univbrsitt, 

Ithaca, N.Y., 1909. 
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THE PBINCIPLES OF POLITICS 

I 

THE NATUBE OF THE STATE AND OF GOVEBNMENT 

It is ^umod that the readers of this book will be people 
interested in politics not merely as scientific students, but 
also as practical American citizens who are willing to aid 
in the improvement of conditions as far^as they think 
practicable. It is not assumed that the readers are “re-' 
formers” in the professional sense sometimes given to 
that word. Sb'liigh an authority on politics as President 
Roosevelt has said (and Whether one agrees with him or 
not in his political Views, it will be granted by every 
one that he is one of the most practical politicians fmd 
keen judges of public opinion in the United States) tha^^ 
next to the corrupt politician the most difficult man to deal 
with in the administration of public affairs, however highly 
educated he may be, is the sincere but unpractical radical 
reformer. The readers of the book, I trust, will be per- 
sons of the type of pr^tical refo/roers. 

We shall try to study in a reasonable way the principli^ 
of goyemment as exemplified* primarily in the action of 
advanced democratic goveyimsnts of the present day, 
especially in^the United States; and we shall ^^pal with 
such problems as suffrage, political parties, the work of 
representative bodies, that of the ju^ciary, intemfitional 
relations, and similar questions. 

1 
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THE PRINCIPLES OP POLITICS 


In order that the study may be of genuine s^^oe, 
‘ actual conditions must be depicted, and from tlie facts of 
social and political life the principles must be drawn. 

Too frequently those people who are tr3dng to improve 
political conditions assume, often unconsciously, that the 
great mass of the people in the community are of the same 
type as themselves; that they really consciously wish 
to put into effect the specific measures that the reformers 
are advocating, and that their purposes are consciously 
high and noble. This assumption is mistaken and dan- 
gerous. It must be recognized that the great majority 
of us are unenlightened so far as the principles of politics are 
concerned, and that we are very short-sighted in our views 
of life. Nearly all of us must devote practically all of oiu* 
time and energy to the mere drudge work of getting a liv- 
ing. In consequence, we cannot spend the time and energy 
needed to study in any thoroughly practical or scientific 
way either the general principles of politics or the special 
political questions of the day that come before us for 
^lution. If, therefore, this book is to be of practical 
benefit, it must kqgp as closely as possible to the facts of 
political life as they exist in the United States, and 
out of these facts as depicted must grow these political 
principles. 

Before any positive progress can be made in political 
or social life, the minds of the citizens or of the statesman 
must be fixed upon somg ideal of the state toward which 
it should move. * It is quite posable, of course, — in fact, 
it is practically certain, — that the state lirill never attain 
the highest ideal. ** If, howe^, a tentative ide^ is set up, 
not so fir ahead that it can never bc*attained, the natural 
capacity for inyjrovem^t which every human being 
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possesses will, immediately on the attainment of that 
ideal, set*up another standard farther ahead, so that there 
is no serious danger of progress ceasing; and if we do not 
wish to check growth, we must all keep before us some ideal 
toward which to struggle, whether or not we really expect 
fully to attain it. 

Near the be ginning of the fifth century before Christ, 
when the ancient Athenians were directing their attention 
toward the highest ideals of political life of their time, 
and perhaps of all time, in the funeral oration which 
Pericles delivered over the heroes who had fallen at 
Marathon, he said, “We aim at a life beautiful with- 
out extravagance; contemplative without unmanliness; 
wealth with us is a thing not for’ ostentation, but for rea- 
sonable use, and it is not the acknowledgment of poverty 
that we think disgraceful, but the lack of endeavor to 
avoid it.” Pericles dared to stand before the people of 
ancient Athens and in public proclaim that as the ideal 
of Athenian statesmen. I somewhat question whether any 
public man of the United States would dare to stand "before 
an American audience and proclaim a similar ideal to be 
the one towards which the American people are in fact 
striving. 

Perhaps James Hussell Lowell came somewhat nearer 
the ideal of the best minds desiring the advancement of 
the United States when, in his classic address on De- 
mocracy, he attempted to fix the standard by which we 
should estima]^ the true valug antd^ion in these words: 
“The real value of a country must be weighed in scales 
more delicate than the balance of I^de. The gamers 
of Sicily ^are empty how, but the bees from all ^mes still 
fetch honey from the tiny garden plot pf Theocritus. On 
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a map of the world you may cover Judea with your thumb, 
Athens with a finger tip, and neither of them ‘figures in 
the Prices Current; but they still lord it in the thought 
and action of every civilized man. Did not Dante cover 
with his hood all that was Italy six hundred years ago? 
And, if we go back a century, where was Germany outside 
of Weimar? Material success is good, but only as the 
necessary preliminary of better things. The measure of 
a nation’s true success is the amount it has contributed 
to the thought, the moral energy, the intellectual happi- 
ness, the spiritual hope and conssolation, of mankind. 
There is no other, let our candidates flatter us as they 
may.” ‘ 

We may then, perhaps, take as the ideal toward which 
the American citizen ought to strive something like 
this : The purpose of our state, so far as we are con- 
cerned in improving our political conditions, is to enable 
each citizen to gratify to the greatest extent possible 
his highest desires and to develop his powers to the best 
advantage. Not all of our desires should be gratified, 
only the noblest ones. Under those circumstances the 

state would not exist for the benefit of one class, but for all 

* 

classes, since every citizen would be enabled, as far as 
possible, to develop as best he can his capacities. Under 
these conditions, citizens would of course differ as regards 
the special ideal that each would endeavor to obtain, and 
the ideal would also change from time to time ; and such 
differences and changes are right. A country in one stage 
of civilization cannot expect to work in the same direction 
as one in a different stage. < Each must work in its own 


> « J)eiBocra«y and Other AddreaseB,” p. 237. 



NATUBE OF THE STATE AND OF GOVERNMENT 6 

way for the development of its ideal to enable each citizen to 
develop iJest his own capacities. Two civilizations as differ- 
ent, for instance, as those of China and of the United States 
or of Great Britain and Japan cannot be striving in exactly 
the same direction. It is not proper to speak of one of 
these states as having a higher or lower civilization than 
the other; they have different types of civilization and 
they must work in different directions, if the state in each 
case is to secure best its own advancement. The general 
ideal to be followed is the improvement, in the most 
practical way, of the highest and best powers of the 
citizens. 

Given, however, this general, possibly somewhat remote 
ideal, each citizen must further ask himself what he as 
an individual can do, in what way he is to take the first 
step toward the attainment of his ideal; and that first step 
will invariably be an effort to understand and to take an 
active part in the solution of some special problem of the 
day. Each must do the work that lies at hand. In our 
country that work might be the question of the tariff or 
of ballot reform or of the railroads, or the solution of, the 
liquor problem, or the race problem, — whatever question 
appeals to the individual as important and as one that he 
can himself do something to solve. If our work as citizens 
is to be well done, we must work toward our highest ideal 
by dealing with practical problems ; and we can deal with 
them in a much more satisfactory way if we are familiar 
with the principles on which the state and government 
are based, if we understand the forces that animate the 
state and determine the way in which the government 
sludl act. In this brief series of studies the intention is 
to discuss these principles and forces in order that we 
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may the more readily take up without serious mistake 
the political problems of the day. 

Politics is the study that deals \<dth the state and with 
government. We ought then first to note what are the 
characteristics of the state and of government. Generally 
speaking, the ideas of most of us as to the meaning of the 
word “ state ” or as to the nature of the state are extremely 
hazy. Probably when the word “ state ” is mentioned, most 
of us unconsciously think of Washington or Albany or 
Boston or some other capital city where we feel rather 
than know that important things are done by some people 
who are extremely influential. Some years ago the French 
newspapers had an account of an ignorant peasant who 
had come from an outl3ring district of Brittany into Paris 
and had taken his way to the Chamber of Deputies. 
Dressed in his quaint costume, with a covered basket on 
his arm, he was about to enter the building when a gendarme 
stopped him and asked him what he wanted. “lam come 
to call on the state,” he said. “What do you mean by 
that?” said the gendarme. “Why,” he replied, “I have 
been noticing in the newspapers lately that the state has 
been making provision for the education of the children 
of France; that the state has been tr3dng to improve the 
conditions of the laboring people; that the state has been 
taking measures to relieve the farmers from some of their 
burdensome taxation; that the state has been improving 
our war ships in order that we might be protected agiunst 
dangers from foreign countries; and noticing that the 
state had been doing so many good things for all ^ us 
poor people, I felt that I would like to come to see the state 
and express my gratitude to her, and 1 have biought in 
this basket a goose for a {wesent.” 
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I somewhat question whether the ideas of the great mass 
of the people of the United States are much wiser or more 
accurate, on the whole, regarding the state, although they, 
of course, are very different from those of this ignorant 
peasant. Certainly our views are very indefinite. 

All of us know that the state is a social organization, 
a society of some kind, but there are many kinds of societies. 
If we wish to satisfy our religious needs, we join a church, 
— that is, a religious society. If we engage in business, 
manufacturing, or bu3dng, or selling, we become members 
of economic society; students in our great universities 
belong to fraternities; very many of our citizens join 
Masonic lodges, the Grange, the Maccabees, the Elks, 
or some other fraternal organization, — all of them societies 
of different types. In the newspapers from day to day 
in Europe we see chronicled the doings of the titled aris- 
tocracy; in Chicago and New York the doings of our 
so-called leaders of society, fashionable society. Now all 
these different classes of societies have certain common 
characteristics. All of them have some kind of an organiza- 
tion more or less definite. They are not merely aggr^a- 
tions of human beings ; they live under rules. The various 
members of these societies have some kind of relationship 
one to another. I have spoken of the “leaders of society.” 
It is very frequently said that if persons do not follow the 
custojms or fashions laid down by these leaders, they wiU 
be excluded from society. That is the punishment of 
those who do not obey the leaders, — exclusion, social 
ostracism. Althou^ the organization is indefinite, the 
rules seem to be quite clearly defined and the punishment 
for the infraction of the rules is severe enough 
Likewise with reference to economic society concerned 
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with business life, — complicated as are the interrelations 
of business, there are certain rules and principles which 
are recognized by its members. The working of its rules 
can readily be seen if you attempt to think out in detail 
the means by which almost any one of your simplest desires, 
say that for a cup of coffee, is gratified. In order that 
you may have your cup of coffee at breakfast, there have 
been at work hundreds of people on the coffee plantations 
in Brazil or Java or elsewhere. Hundreds have been 
engaged in building the ships that have transported the 
coffee from that foreign clime to this; hundreds more 
have been at work in different parts of the world in mines 
and forests getting out the iron and steel and wood of 
which the ships have boon built ; the services of thousands 
of sailors to man these ships have been required; rail- 
roads and banks and merchants, wholesale and retail, 
and builders of houses and bookkeepers and lawyers and 
courts and schools and colleges to train some of these 
people, and preachers to keep them honest, and many, 
many more, have ail been required to work for you in order 
that you may have your morning coffee. Any attempt 
to estimate the number of people and the kinds of work 
that they have done in order that almost any one of our 
simplest wants may be gratified, will convince us that 
thousands of people have been working together, all ap- 
parently in connection with some definite plan of which 
they are, generally speaking, unconscious, in order that 
we may have any little article of luxury or comfort. But 
another gratif3fing thought is that when we get our little 
article of luxury and pay for it, we have rendered a siqailar 
service in return, the effect of which hfiiS gone back throt^h 
all these different classes of Society that have been worldttg 
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for us; and we, through this organization, have paid 
each on^ proportionately. Such is the complexity of 
economic society, and at the same time such is the sim- 
plicity of its organization. 

Now the state is also a society, although it differs in ' 
its main characteristics from most of these others named. 
In the first place, the state is supreme. It gives laws to 
them, it takes laws from none; it is independent, they 
are subordinate. 

The chief work of the state is that of controlling or 
governing; it directs its members in many of their rela- 
tions of life; it controls them in many more. The state 
exists in order that the citizens may more nearly realize 
the ideal of developing themselves to the utmost in the 
ways best fitted for them. 

Very frequently we underc.stimate the importance of 
our relations as citizens to the state in which we live. 
We do not at all realize that practically everything that 
we have comes from our relation to the state, and that' 
almost everything that we do in life is controlled by it. 
Every child, even before it is bom, has its social and busi- 
ness status fixed, its legal rights established, its claim to a 
sufficient training acknowledged by the state ; and prepara- 
tions are made for the fulfilment of the state's obligations. 
For the children the state compels most people in the com- 
munity to pay a certain amount to support good schools; 
it determines that they^ shall be educated and compels 
their parents to send them to school, ft prevents ignorant 
or careless or grasping parents from putting their children 
to work during their school years under conditions 
where tl^ir development, physical or mental, will be 
retarded. 
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Almost every act of business life, all contracts, all trans- 
actions of either cash or credit, are made under regula- 
tions fixed by the state. Most social relations of the 
greatest importance, — marriage, divorce, obligations of 
parents to children and children to parents, the relation 
of employer to workman, of patron to customer, are practi- 
cally all determined by the state; and when we near the 
close of life, it determines the conditions under which our 
diseases shall be treated, our bodies buried, our estates 
distributed. Practically everything that we have is con- 
trolled by the state and every one is dominated by it. 
Although the state has its similarities to other societies in 
that its members are in an organization which apparently 
works toward some definite end, its different and dominat- 
ing character is clearly seen. We join other societies, we 
are bom into the state. If we are born in one state, we 
cannot leave that and join another except under regula- 
tions that the states themselves have made and enforced. 

' But the state, besides enforcing its regulations upon 
its citizens and providing the laws by which we may 
shape our business and our lives, stands ready also to 
grant us aid and protection to an almost unlimited 
extent. After the Hungarian Revolution, in 1848, Martin 
Koszta, a native of Hungary who had taken part in the 
Revolution and had be^me a banished refugee, came to 
the United States ai}d declared his intention of becoming 
‘an American citizen. Later, on a business trip to the Old 
World, he was treacherously seized at the instance of 
the Austrian consul in the port of Smyrna, Turk^, and 
conveyed to an Austrian gunboat, rfe claimed the right 
of protection from the United Statte, and although he 
was not yet fuBy an American citizen, nevert^relees, bfcause 
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he was dgmieiled in our countiy and had renounced his 
allegiance to his former home and declared his intention 
of becoming a citizen and had with him his papers, his 
right was recognized. An American commander, Captain 
Ingraham, of an American ship, training his guns upon the 
Austrian vessel, demanded his release under threat of 
battle; and had there not been a temporary compromise 
promptly arranged by interested neutrals, fire would have 
been opened within a few minutes and a naval battle would 
have been fought to save this political refugee whose claim 
for protection had been recognized.* 

America, Great Britain, Germany, every great self- 
respecting state, stands ready at any time, at any cost, to 
protect the rights of its citizens when their claim is properly 
made. The state will not withhold punishment from 
wrong-doers; it will see that justice is done. Under such 
circumstances, in every state every citizen whose claim 
for protection is practically unlimited should show to 
the same unlimited extent his allegiance and devotion to' 
his state, in order that his state may not merely exist, but 
may cany on its great work to the best advantage. 

No great complex organization like that of the state 
can take action directly as a whole. Its acts must be done 
through agents. Any society, liter^ or business or social, 
if it wishes anything done, does not act as a whole, but 
appoints a small committee, the m^bers of which get 
together, determine what . ought to be done, and carry out 
in the wisest way the will expressed. The great committee 
of the state that exi^ to formulate and cany out its will 
is tire government. 

*135 IT.^ 1, 64; Wharton's Digest, 2, secs. 175, 108; Moore, 
International Iaw Digest, 3, ^ ff . 
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The government which acts for the state, however it 
is ajlected, represents the state in its organized capacity 
as a whole. The question is sometimes asked whether 
the government elected by a majority of the people does 
not represent the majority and not also the minority. 

- But it should always be kept in mind that the fundamental 
intention in any election is not to favor this or that man or 
even to determine a specific policy; it is rather a means 
in a democratic state of finding out what the majority 
want. When the will of the majority is known, all the 
people, members of the minority as well as of the majority, 
want that will carried out. So the President or the Gov- 
ernor is the President or Governor, not of one party, but 
of the entire people, whose fundamental principle of gov- 
ernment is that the will of the majority is to rule. 
This is not a theoretical principle. It is a vfry practical 
one which means peaceful development instead of revolu- 
tionary anarchy. Democratic government has been a 
success only in those states where the minority has been 
ready to accept the will of the majority as that of the 
state and to join with the majority in the enforcement of 
law. 

The state, too, it should always be borne in mind, can 
act as a state only through its government. A government 
official holds his position to cany out the will of the state; 
and when the majority has spoken through its laws, he, 
as an official, has no choice but to cany out this will. 
When we are disposed to criticize the acts of our govern- 
ment officials', we should first question ourselves as to 
whether we ^ attacking them in the right spirit. They 
are merely in their minor capacity the organ of* the state 
and must do its bidding. On the other hand, it can do 
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nothing, from making war to bujring supplies for its armies 
or training the children of its citizens, except through these 
government officials. 

But, in our recognition of government officials in their 
representative capacity, we must be careful not to forget 
that they are nevertheless ordinaiy men with personal 
attributes and with the human elements of weakness and 
strength. The men, therefore, who compose the govern- 
ment for the time being give character to the state and 
determine the nature of its acts. , For example, the per- 
sonality of Andrew Jackson made the United States an 
entirely different kind of state from that which existed 
when, let us say, Buchanan or Monroe was President. 
And can any one imagine that Russia during the fateful 
years of the RussoJapanese War and the revolution that 
followed it was at all the same kind of state that it would 
have been had the (Shief ruler possessed the personal 
characteristics of Peter the Great? Theoretically, of 
course, the powers of President Jackson and President 
Buchanan were the same; the ruling attributes of Peter 
the Great and Nicholas II are the same; but the individual 
characteristics of the men holding the offices have in great 
part determined the will and in consequence the history 
and fate of the nation or state. 

The relation, too, of the government to each individual 
citizen is important and often overlooked. In a demo- 
cratic govemmeiit, each plays his part in selecting the 
rulers and in determining what the laws shall be ; but the 
mere fact that the citizen is doing his part in fleeting the 
ruler and making the law gives him no piiyi)^ at all. 
As against»the state, each citizen is merely a suojeot. The 
state acts upon its citizens through its govemnent, the 
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rulers, and the citizens have no special li^ts simply be> 
cause they have selected thdr rulers. They are in the 
same condition as citizens of states whose rulers are 
hereditary, unless they can manage by a new election to 
secure rulers whose views correspond with theirs. 

How much shall the state do in the way of directing the 
lives of its citizens? Who is to determine the scope of the 
action of the state and say whether it is to be individualistic 
or socialistic ? A certain group of thinkers, individualists, 
believe that the action of the state should be restricted as 
much as possible ; that the government shoiJd adopt a policy 
of “hands off,” and that the individual should be allowed 
to work in his own way with little or nq|. interference. 
Another group, the socialists, believe that the state should 
be very active in directing the citizens; that it should 
control practically all productive property, and throu^ 
its government should direct the production and distribu- 
tion of wealth so far as this is at all practicable. There 
can be no question of greater importance, and we ought 
not to be frightened by a word. The scope of action 6f 
the state depends upon its own will, that is, upon our will 
as citizens in our organized political entity. If the state, 
that is, if we as citizens, in our organized capacity, wish 
to do much for ourselves as individuab, it is surely our 
privilege. If we wish to do little, because we think it is 
a better training for us and our descendants to be com- 
pelled to rely upon ourselves as individuals, that is our 
privilege. We all agree that our government should, 
for its support and for carrying out improvements which 
we wish, levy taxes — 1 per cent, 2 per cent, or more — 
upon our property. If, however, instead of doing our own 
work through our hired agents, we as citizens prefer to have 
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our elected representatives do more work for us (e.g., instead 
merely of furnishing us water, furnish us also light, street 
car service, railroad transportation even, free of charge), 
and if we should wish to pay for these services by taxes, 
our government under instructions would simply be carry- 
ing out our will, even though it should necessitate the 
payment of taxes of 5 per cent or 10 per cent or more. 
We need not fear any action in either direction so long as 
we are sure that it is the will of the people that controls 
the state and thus the government. Under those cir- 
cumstances, neither action would be evil. At any rate, 
in the opinion of the citizens of that day, whatever action 

was taken would be good. 

1 . ' 

As a mattei' of fact what actions it shall take and the 
scope of its activities will be determined by many con- 
siderations dependent upon the conditions of the state 
itself. In a country dominated by military necessities like 
Germany, so situated that there is danger of its very ex- 
istence in the event of an attack from either Russia 
or France, it must be in a position to concentrate 
its army at any point almost at will. In consequence, 
the railroads of that country have been laid out with 
reference to military as well as to economic needs, and they 
are owned and managed by the state. If, in the United 
States, war were to break out and our government were 
to need the services of a raUway, it would be practically 
essential that we take with the railway its persormel for 
nranagement, even for operation, or else it would become 
almost entirely ineffective. In Germany, this military 
necessity being fully recognized, the railroads managers 
are government officials absolutely under government 
control. 6wing to the different circumstances, we are 
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not .practically compelled toward state ownd*ship and 
management of railways as Germany is. 

For other reasons the post-office is practically every- 
where a government monopoly. Posts were originally 
established to enable the government to send state des- 
patches promptly and secretly. From the nature of the 
business it is essential that private communications also be 
afforded "the utmost measure of secrecy, and this can 
probably better be accomplished through absolute govern- 
ment control. Moreover, if, as in the United States, the 
general spread of intelligence and the development of a sys- 
tem of giving prompt information on all public questions even 
in remote districts be adopted, it is practically necessary 
that there be government ownership and management. 
In remote country districts the postal lines never pay 
their expenses, but the lasses here are to a large extent 
borne by the profits made in great cities. Were the post- 
office to be run on a profit-making basis under private 
management, a very large proportion of our rural districts 
would be entirely deprived of postal facilities. Under the 
government we are willing to sacrifice profit to the neces- 
sities of keeping orir public well informed. 

But in different countries, whatever the nature of the busi- 
ness, it is the state itself which determines whether it shall go 
ahead in this socialistic direction or not. Itris evident to 
any thoughtful person that not merely the general conditions 
of the state from the economic or mUitary points of view, 
but also the kind of industry under consideration, the 
care or intelligence of the citizens, as wdl as their un- 
selfishne^, must all be taken into account to enable the 
state to determine whether or not it is best for it to secure 
and maintain ownership and control of a given industry. 
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But we^ are sometimes asked: “Supposing the state 
makes a mistake in what it wishes to do, what then? Is 
the state sure to be right?” 

Certainly not. The state is made up of all of us, and all 
of us may make mistakes, as we know any of us is likely 
to do. But, on the other hand, if any of us makes a mis- 
take, and as a result of experience we find it out, we are 
likely to correct it thereafter. So the state, when it makes 
a mistake and finds it out, adopts a different policy. Let 
us not forget that the state is not a higher thing than all 
of us or at any rate than the best of us, and it is equally 
likely that the actions of all of us in the long run will be 
determined in the same way as the action of any of us is 
determined. 

Again, it is asked: “Is it a desirable thing that the 
ignorant people of the country be allowed to suffer when 
a few people know better? Should not the intelligent 
people do what they can to prevent the Ignorant people 
from suffering through the results of their ignorance?” 

Each one of the more intelligent people has certainly 
the same right to exercise his infiuence as has the ignorant; 
and if a comparatively few people by virtue of their greater 
degree of information and knowledge can save the mass of 
the ignorant from their mistakes, they ought to do so. 
The state will do as it pleases as the result of the influence 
of the various classes of people, each working on the other. 
It is the duty of the intelligent class to prevent as far as 
possible the ignorant from suffering as a result of thdr 
ignorance. * 

Before undertaking in later chapters to discuss specific 
lines of the state’s activity, we should consider briefly 
the nature of the premises needed in political reasoning 



18 


THE PRINCIPLES OF POLITICS 


an$j: the methods to be followed in our studies. The 
-importance of the study is, of course, conceded. 

The most fundamental factor as a premise for our reason- 
ing is human nature in all its mfinite variety and varia- 
bility. Because one man in certain conditions acts in a 
specific way, it is by no means certain that another will 
under the same circumstances act the same. Simply 
because an individual acts in this way to-day, it is not 
perfectly certain that he will take the same action to- 
morrow. When we are dealing primarily with human 
beings, we cannot be quite certain what will happen next, 
although when we deal with individuals in great numbers, 
so that, as the Wit has said, the person under consideration 
is not a man but “ a statistic,” we may reach some very 
general conclusions. But our conclusions must be very 
general in their nature. An astronomer can predict with 
almost absolute precision the movement of a world; a 
statesman cannot calculate accurately the rur^l vote of any 
county in the state. He may make a good estimate. 

But not merely must the nature of the human 
individual be taken into consideration. The student of 
politics has also to weigh all the various factors that in- 
fluence human beings in their decisions and that determine 
what the nature of their civilization shall be. It is im- 


possible to have a highly developed state at the North 
Pole. It would be impossible to secure the economic 
conditions necessary for the development of such a civili- 
zation. 


We know the old saying, and one with much truth in it, 
that a mountainous country is the cradle of liberty. In 
Switzerland a small group of men lian hold diheir own 
against an army; and under such circumstances we may 
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ejfpcct to* find a more liberal form of government than 
in the gi^t plains, where standing armies may readily 
be l^t and manceuvered and where, in consequence, the 
greal^ai^potisms of history have been found. We shall 
find scone exceptions, but, generally speaking, the cli- 
mate, the topography of a country, its fauna, its flora, 
and the other factors that influence its economic condi- 
tions shape, to a very considerable extent, the nature of 
the state and of government. 

Different races of men seem to have different personal 
characteristics. In consequence we may not expect the 
same type of civilization or of government in countries 
where races differ. Probably many generations would 
pass before institutions that seem .to be adapted to the 
Anglo-Saxon race could find a home among any people 
of the Orient, or vice versa. 

Moreover, social institutions — religious, educational 
— have their influence upon political conditions. ' In 
Russia forJthe past thirty or forty years perhaps the 
chief single influence that has enabled the Russian 
hierarchy to control the common people has been 
the Greek Church, a social institution that has reached 
the people and that could be used by the government 
in controlling them. On the other hand, in the 
United States, there can be no question that our free 
public schools and our many colleges, adapted to meet 
the needs of the poorer people, have had a very great 
effect in determining our politics. Of late years, too, we 
have found that the forms of our business organization, 
oar railways, our gr^t corporations, our concentration of 
wealth ii|^ the hands of a few, have had an influence 
in shaping our laws 'as well as in determining what the 
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methods of our politics should become. All th^e factors, 
as influences that affect the minds of the citizens, will 
ultimately, to a greater or less degree, determine the ptolwy 
of the state. . 

In considering the methods of study that should be 
followed in handling tFese premises of politics, we shall 
find that to a very great extent we must develop a habit 
of introspection and then judge other people by ourselves. 
But if we, are to assume that other people think as we do, 
we shall need to cultivate and qualify our judgment of 
them by developing in ourselves the habit of learning 
their view of us by putting ourselves into their places and 
asking ourselves the questions, What would I do? What 
are my methods under these circumstances? . And still 
further, we should ask how our methods woufd 8|)pear 
to other persons. We must form the habit of looking at 
ourselves from the outside if we are to use ourse}ve% as a 
criterion for judging the acts and methods of^ others. 
John Wesley, it is reported, as he was passing along the 
street one day and saw a poor drunken wretch 'r&eiing 
toward the ditch, exclaimed, “But for the grace oi God 
there goes John Wesley." Now John Wesley had that 
power of sympathy with other people and the abii^ty to 
judge them in an unprejudiced way that mado him the 
great popular leader. He could not have organized and 
carried to success the great church of which he was the 
founder without possessing that power. We must judge 
human nature in that way. 

We need also to make a comparative stud^ of other; 
states and of other governments, present aI^j[,Jpa8t. 
need to study geographic conditions. We ca|| scarcely 
expect, however, to use to any nSteworthy degree the 
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method of, experiment so common in the natural sciences. 
I remember that some years ago, in Chicago, a socialist 
filtnd of mine asked me if I was ready to contribute 
soihething toward the making of a socialistic experiment 
in the state of Washington. He said that Mr. Debs was 
ready to go to Washington and take an active part in 
organizing that state on a socialistic basis, provided that 
money enough could be secured and enough socialists 
persuaded to emigrate to Washington, so that as a social- 
istic colony they could control the state and show to the 
world the results of socialism as carried out in an actual 
experiment. I told him that if they could show me a 
serious likelihood of securing enough socialists who would 
woric together in harmony to control the state of Wash- 
ingtop, I would gladly contribute, because Washington 
was a good long way from my home in New York, and 
I should like nothing better than to have the socialist 
experiment carefully tried out at that distance, so that 
onotcoyld see with certainty how those plans would work 
in ’ actual practice. 

■ While, of course, we cannot make experiments with the 
satpo degree of definiteness and completeness as in 
the hatural sciences, nevertheless, by laws that have a 
limited aftplication locally or in time, by a variety of laws • 
that are passed in different states, and by various ordi- 
nances passed in different cities under similar conditions, 
we do obtain some conditions remotely like an experi- 
ment in natural science, and from th^ experiences we 
may gather valuable information. 

• Of greater importance, perhaps, than any of the rela- 
Hons heretofore mentioned is that between politics and 
ethics. In our political studies it is important that we 
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keep the fields distinct. We should not let our observa- 
tion of what the facts of politics are be warped by our 
beliefs or prejudices as to what the facts ought to be. But, 
on the other hand, when we turn from the activities of 
the student of politics to those of the statesman whose 
duty it is to put into practice the principles which his 
studies have made clear, we should never let our sense of 
the practical or immediately personal benefits which our 
knowledge of the weaknesses of human nature might lead 
us to secure for ourselves or our faction, blind us to the 
still greater advantages that are bound in the long run 
to come to the state as a whole if the statesman keeps 
clearly in mind the vision of what ought to be. 
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It is a very elementary principle of pedagogics that 
every act is determined by some feeling or motive. If, 
then, we as citizens are to attempt to exert some influence 
upon political conditions and actions in our state, it would 
be well for us to study the mental mainspring, the motives 
for the actions of the conamunity. As was intimated in the 
last chapter, on account of the complexity of the subject, 
we may not be entirely successful in our analysis, but we 
should at any rate make the attempt. 

It should be recognized at the outset that every person 
in the community has some political influence, even 
though very often this is unconscious. We speak of 
the very great influence exerted by the man called the 
“boss” of any state, and most of us could readily give 
illustrations of his dominating power. He is a very 
influential member of the jxKiy politic. If a wealthy 
nianufacturer wishes to have his business improved by 
some change in the tariff, it is very probable that he will 
be active in bringing about that result. If the wife of an 
influential senator has a longing for a sealskin coat, that 
may well affect his feeling regarding our relations with 
Great Britain in connection with the Mai fisheries. No 
more persuasive voice than that produced by the hunger 
of a worldng-man’s babe has been enough to effect a change 
in labor legislation. 
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If we were to attempt anjrthing like a complete study 
of the human motives which determine political action, 
we should need to investigate practically all of the motives 
of every individual in the community. What are the 
motives, for example, of the burglar whose crime has an 
anti-social tendency? We may not know just what those 
motives are, — they are often complex, — but his acts and 
similar acts produce political activity. If we wish a full ex- 
planation of this activity, we must inquire into the burglar’s 
motives. What are the motives of the preacher who 
attempts to elevate society religiously and morally by his 
influence? The results of his actions are likely to be felt 
in political circles. The lawyer who attempts to see to it 
that the laws are framed by a congress of experts; the 
farmer who tries to have a tax levied on oleomargarine; 
the working-man who is eager for an eight-hour law, — 
all bring their influences to bear, and anything like 
a satisfactory explanation of political activity- must lead 
us back to the motives of these men whose influence has 
shaped the laws. 

It would, of course, not be practicable 1» attempt a 
complete analysis of these motives. Many men are 
only semiconscious as regards their political influence; 
most people act not from one, but from many motives, 
and it would be impossible to make a thorough analysis; 
but it is possible and desirable to select the ordinary 
common motives that exert possibly the greatest influence 
in political affairs. We shall do best, also, to speak 
only of people consciously active in politics, — the rulers 
who make, interpret, and enforce our laws, and the voting 
citizens who take an active part in selecting these rulers. 

We should be careful, too, to Iceep in 'mind the leid 
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rulers, not merely the nominal ones; the real forms of 
govemmeift, not merely those written in the constitution. 
In the books, Russia and Germany and Great Britain are 
all monarcjiies, but there is little likeness between the 
forms and activities of the governments of these separate 
states. England is perhaps as largely a republic as is 
the United States. Let us not be misled by words; 
let us seethe real forms of government that we are studying 
and recognize the real rulers. There have been times 
when the city of New York has been governed by an oli- 
garchy, representing only a small number of men, since 
the leaders of political parties have been able to arrange 
the conditions under which we have registered and voted 
in such a way as practically to control our political activ- 
ity. This was oligarchic rule by men without official 
position. The state of New York has at times been under 
the sway of a boss who has directed legislation and even 
at .times perhaps the work of the executive as rigidly or 
more rigidly than the Czar of Russia has controlled his 
state. 

But wheq we consider the motives of rulers, the real 
rulers, whether those named in the laws or not, we ought 
not to forget that they all, no matter how despotic they 
may be in name, are nevertheless controlled to a consider- 
able degree by popular sentiment. The Sultan of Turkey 
has limits set to despotism; assassination or threatened 
assassination is one means of fixing the limit. The Czar 
of Russia acts only within very definite bounds, whatever 
the legal theory. Likewise the bossed, even the most 
despotic ones in the worst times in any of our states, lutve 
had limits set by the public sentiment of the community 
b^ond which they dared not go. 
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Generally speaking, too, however foolish ot corrupt 
even their acts may seem, most politicians, whether rulers 
or citizens, act conscientiously. Much depends, of course, 
upon the meaning of the word “conscientious,” but there 
is little ■doubt that very few acts, even those considered 
criminal, are committed until the doer has given to him- 
self an excuse for his act. Many a local political manager 
would not hesitate to say that he has bought votes directly, 
or, at any rate, furnished the means to buy them. Many 
political leaders speak freely of political tricks that they 
have perfonned in order to secure the success of their 
party. I have had local leaders of political parties tell 
me that they always made it a point to see to it, through 
spies and hirelings in the opposite party, that they secured 
the nomination of a weak man in that party as readily 
as that of a strong man in their own. Such men do not 
hesitate to tell of such acts; but if you inquire how it is 
that they as honorable men can do these things, they say : 
“Why, these acts are done for our party. We must do 
them; the other party stands ready to do them; it is a 
greater harm to the state to have the other party win 
than for our party to do these things.” We must not 
forget that in almost any line of activity people make 
success an excuse to themselves as well as to others for 
their actions. 

Mr. Z. R. Brockway, for many y^[ars the distin- 
guished superintendent of the Elmira Reformatory, the 
man who perhaps has a longer and more valuable 
experience in dealing with criminals than any other person 
in the country, when asked whether the criminals under 
his charge were sorry for their crimes, replied, “,Yes, they 
are sorry they have been caught; have yet to find the 
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first man yho will not find an excuse for his action. . . . 
Generally they say such things as this : ‘Well, society owes 
me a living. I can’t get my living easier. This rich man 
didn’t earn his property; he is taking it by trickery; 
it is right that I take part of it for myself,’ — and so on.” 
So, when we are speaking of political motives of either 
rulers or citizens, let us remember that whether their 
acts are honest or not, they will excuse them. They often 
say, '“If the opposite party could be prevented from doing 
such acts, I would be glad myself not to do them.” The 
question becomes an extremely absorbing one in ethics. 

It is generally conceded that a general in time of battle, 
though he must keep his given word, is justified in mis- 
leading his enemy by any kind of trickery possible. Some 
distinguished writers in politics are equally ready to take 
the position that a statesman, for the sake of his country, 
is justified in misleading the rulers of foreign states in a 
way that no individual would be justified in misleading 
one of his neighbors, simply because the statesman is 
acting not for himself, but for the good of his state. 
“How much better,” they say, “it is to secure this ad- 
vantage from the foreign state by deception rather than 
by war which might result if we did not secure this 
advantage. War would destroy hundreds or thousands 
of lives and millions or billions of property. Let us take 
the lesser evil rather than the greater.” 

Whether rightiBr wrong, the people who perform these 
acts generally do excuse themselves for them. The rulers 
of States frequently act upon the hypothesis that the 
moral code for rulers is and ought to be different from the 
moral code of individuals. And yet it is gratifying to note 
that this feeling is doubtless changing. 
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With these considerations in mind, what i^* the most 
important motive of most rulers? Is it not to hold their 
position and to secure and extend their power? How they 
will secure this end, the means they will employ, will 
depend to a very great extent upon their training and upon 
the circumstances and customs of the country in which 
they live. In uncivilized states the method of the ruler 
will be to remove his opponent by assassination. In 
civilized states, political opponents seldom take life; but 
they will treacherously destroy reputations without scruple. 
Whether the ruler is justified in wishing to develop and 
extend his power depends very largely upon the use that 
he will make of it. If we wish our state to be of a high 
type, our rulers must have a high purpose in their ruling. 
When rulers hold their position through the favor of the 
people, we might expect them to keep more prominently 
in mind the welfare of their people than would an heredi- 
tary ruler, especially one who believed in the divine right of 
kings and who would perhaps naturally become somewhat 
arbitrary. Moreover, those born to position, as are Heredi- 
tary rulers, those whose position is fixed for life, are more 
likely to be swayed by a desire tO' gratify their lower 
tastes and passions than those whose term is short. 

But among the hereditary rulers have al^ been found 
many who wish to keep and extend their power in 
order to gratify and cultivate their tastes i^i literature 
and art and morals, to begin with, and then to train their 
people along these lines. It may very well be^that the 
ruler who d|!||res to strengthen his power may have good / 
motives aniihating him. 

It is questionable if you would find amy elective 

rulers men more conscientiously devoted to the w(^^ 
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faxe of thdr people as they see it and who will work more 
earnestly A) secure that welfare than the present rulers 
of England and Germany and their immediate predecessors. 
So far as can be seen, they live lives of the most earnest, 
unselfish devotion to the good of their people. They have 
been trained that way. They recognize their power; they 
wish to extend that power; but they wield and cultivate 
that power that they may the better devote their energies 
to what they believe to be the good of their people. 

On the other hand, the boss, the real ruler, who has secured 
his power directly by chicanery of some kind or by playing 
upon the weaknesses of human nature, and who is relying 
upon those weaknesses to keep it, is likely to be animated 
primarily by a selfish motive. He gets his power and he 
wishes to extend it in order to further his own selfish ends 
and those of his friends. And tWs perhaps is the real 
distinction that we can ordinarily make between a boss 
and a leader of the best type. The man who stands at 
the head of his party or at the head of his country must 
keep the welfare of his people in mind in his use of power 
if he is to be called a leader, a statesman, or a patriot. 

We should not forget that as a matter of course almost 
every ruler in an elective government has had to seek 
his position, and most of them have had to work in order 
to hold their position. But if, on the other hand, it has 
been the unselfish pmpose of a politician or statesman to 
serve his people, if it has been his previous training and 
his record as an unselfish citizen that has pushed him for- 
ward nmtil it has become evident to him as^ll as to his 
people that he can do more good for the plfflU in holding 
office than in remaining a private citizen, surely he is 
justified in^eekinl^office. If his motive has been patriotism 
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from the beguming and his manifest aim in securing and 
extending power in office is patriotism, he i!^ justified, 
even though his motive in getting that power is in some 
degree selfish. 

These principles apply not merely to government; they 
are general principles that apply in business as well as in 
politics, and this makes one more certain that the analysis 
is correct. Does not the president of a university try to 
extend his power and secure his control? We believe 
that the presidents of most of the great universities are 
men of the type of statesmen of the better class who wish 
to use their power for the good of thousands who come under 
them, but they believe they can do better if they have 
more power and are not too much limited in its exercise. 
So with the heads of the great corporations, the presi- 
dents of railroads or great manufacturing industries, — they 
try to hold and strengthen their power sometimes from 
selfish motives, but frequently from the desire to render 
service to the stockholders of the corporations of which 
they are the head. They have had so careful a training 
that they believe that they can do more in this position 
than in any other to render a public service. 

The greatest of the rulers have simply sought to render 
service to the public, and their success in rendering those 
services have pushed them into .their positions. Their 
purposes have been above office, but they Jjave not hesi- 
tated to take and use the office. The. same principle 
that applies to the heads of governments applies likevpse 
to members of legislatures, to the higher judges, to, mem- 
bers of societies of whatever kind. , 

In speaking of the motives of the individual citizens^ 
we need to recognize the fact that iim^Qften aqt'po^l^f^y 



THE POLITICAL MOTIVES 


31 


when we 'are not really conscious of political activity. 
Moreover, we should not forget that in questioning motives, 
few of us perform any act from any single motive; but 
many, many motives determine most of our acts. 

Professor Giddings has mentioned as perhaps the most 
fimdamental influence that tends to create society and 
states, the “ consciousness of kind.” We do not need to go 
so deeply into the analysis of beings of different kinds 
as does he, but we may well recognize the fact that this 
feeling that certain people are like us, are of our type 
and kind, and that certain other people are imlikc us 
and are not of our kind, has a most profound influence 
on political activity. Narrow-minded people in rec- 
ognizing the difference between themselves and others are 
likely to feel that this difference means inequality, a high 
class and a low class. More thoughtful people in recogniz- 
ing the difference do not necessarily think of superiority 
or inferiority, — only of the difference. But after all we 
must recognize that most of us do think rather better of 
ourselves than we do of others. In consequence, most of us 
are likely to put those who are different from ourselves into 
a class lower than we are, although very frequently they 
do not belong to a lower class. It is this influence, this 
consciousness of kind, that determines to a very great 
■ extent our race problems, which are among the most dif- 
ficult and dangerous ‘questions that arise in politics. 

We may regret, most of us do regret, the race conflicts, 
slight, as they are, relatively speaking, as yet, that we 
have* seen on the Pacific Coast between the Chinese and 
Japanese and Hindoos and the Americans; but let us not « 
for a moment underestimate this fact, that there is a dif- 
ference between tbe American people and the Chinese 
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and Japanese and Hindoos. People that t^e broad- 
minded enough to sec the facts will not argue from this 
difference, superiority or inferiority; they will recognize 
simply the difference. As the more ignorant Americans 
argue from the differences that the Chinese or the Japanese 
or the Hindoos are inferior to the Americans, so in their 
home countries the Chinese and the Japanese and the 
Hindoos consider the Americans inferior. It would be 
easy to show, from very many evidences of the ancient 
and high civilization of China and Japan and India, that 
these differences do not in any sense prove inferiority or 
superiority. They are merely differences in civilization 
and politibs. Nevertheless, we, as students of politics, 
must recognize it as a fact that the home people will in- 
variably consider themselves the superiors and any differ- 
ing race inferior, and we must realize that, though it is not 
intentional, out of this consciousness of kind and this rec- 
ognition of differences race questions will arise that must 
be met. This is no excuse for doing an injustice; it is an 
explanation of the difficulties. In dealing, then, with the 
ignorant people, the common people, we must»expect that 
this consciousness of difference will be taken as implying 
superiority and inferiority ; but may we not hope, if not 
expect, that the more intelligent and thoughtful among 
the populations of either race will not so interpret the 
difference ? I recall that poem of Kipling’s regar^g the 
East and We^t. It is not merely good poet;^, it is 
good politics. 


" Oh, East is East, and West is West, 
And never the Twiun shall meet, 

» Illi Earth and Sky stand presently 
At God’s ffe&t Judgment Seat; ” 
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He sees {^e difference, but as a thinker and poet con- 
tinues: — 

" But there is neither East nor West, 

Border, nor Breed, nor Birth, 

( When two strong men stand face to face 
Tho’ they come from the ends of the earth I ” 

That is good politics. We shall always have these race 
differences and these race feelings imtil earth and sky 
“stand presently round God’s great Judgment Seat”; but 
we shall also have statesmen, thinkers, scholars, intelligent 
people who will recognize the fact that two strong men are 
equal and that people of equal intelligence and equal 
conscientiousness should deal fairly one with another 
anywhere on the face of the globe. The statesman, how- 
ever, must recognize the further fact that whatever ought 
to be done, he must study the force of prejudice as well 
as the force of reason, and that he cannot ignore pTcjudice 
jas a motive force in the state. 

Another characteristic of human nature, perhaps even 
more fundamental than the consciousness of kind and the 
recognition of differences, is the mental characteristic that 
has so often been called “ inertia,” mental and moral, but it 
might about as well be called human laziness. It is much 
easier for most of us to let other people do our thinking 
than to think for ourselves. It is so much easier for us to 
drift on in. the circumstances in which we are now placed, 
mth the associations now round about tis, than to take 
positive action, that most of us make little ^ort to change 
our circumstances. Political leaders usually say that 
;jj[OU can safely count upon nine out of ten voters staying 
where they are put in politics, that the doubtful voters 
are, say toi per cent^ and that they are in part the corrupt 
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and ignorant, in part the conscientious thinking men. The 
average man in politics drifts as a boy into his political 
party; then, regardless of the changes in its policies, he 
stands by its name and organization throughout his life. 

This characteristic is fundamental in human nature. It is 
found not merely in politics, but also in business, in religion. 
It is, relatively speaking, easy to find a good workman, 
a skilled mechanic; it is very difficult to find a man who 
will thoughtfully study his work and see the relations 
existing between the different parts of the article that he 
is manufacturing and the different departments of the 
business in which he is engaged, so that he could properly 
organize and direct the work as superintendent. Among 
the merchants nine men out of ten carry on their business 
exactiy as^they learned it as boys; the tenth man who 
thinks about his work and his business in an original way 
becomes either a merchant prince or a bankrupt. 

Likewise, in religion, nine out of ten of us go to the same 
church which our fathers joined before us and adopt the 
same forms of worship. We take part in the same ordi- 
nances without ever investigating their origin or thinking 
out their exact significance. We feel guilty if we neglect or 
change the observance of certain forms of church worship, 
and righteous if we follow them; and we are somewhat too 
much disposed to criticize adversely those who may as 
children have been taught different forms, and who now 
like ourselves, persist in following the habits of childhood. 

This characteristic, it is seen, is fundamental, and being 
so imiform in its working, it . becomes a most important 
fact in political life. It is this characteristic that gives 
the boss lus power. The ignorant common men can be 
counted upon to stay where they ai^ put. If you can 
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a young college boy or working apprentice two or three 
years before he has a right to vote to carry a banner and 
march in the procession of the Republican party, the 
chances are large that he will be a Republican as long as 
he lives. About the time that he gets to be eighty, he 
will be found standing up in political meetings and de- 
claring with pride that never in his life has he voted any 
but the Republican ticket. He does not realize that or- 
dinarily such a statement means that he is openly declar- 
ing himself a non-thinking man. 1 do not wish to be 
misunderstood. Party politics in our country I consider 
a necessity, but whenever a man believes that the issues 
adopted by his party or its standard of candidates Ls wrong 
or inferior to those of another party, he should abandon 
his own. Every voter should insist upon it that he help 
do his party’s thinking instead of letting his p&rty do all 
of his thinking, and he should not confuse prejudice with 
thinking. While it was too emphatic, there was much 
truth in Carlyle’s fling at the population of England, — 
“Forty millions, mostly fools.” 

And yet there is often an advantage to the state in this 
mental inertia. It tends toward conservatism and stability 
in government* With perhaps a few wise leaders to direct 
and the most €f the people as followers, we might perhaps 
progress more rapidly so far as positive action goes than 
if each voter were to attempt to think every issue out for 
himself, and yet the latter is the way for the more certain 
progress. In the long run, if we can train our voters to 
be thinkers, they will gradually percewe the necessity of 
harmonious action, and will learn intelligently to sink their 
non-essential differences and be able to combine intelli- 
gently and positively upon essentials. 



36 


THE PEINQIPLES OF POLITICS 


Nejct in importance in political life to the influe^Jce of men- 
tal and moral inertia, habit, comes probably the motive of 
self-interest, an influence likewise always counted up^ by 
the political leaders. They expect that the ypters, generally 
speaking, will vote with their own financial or business inter- 
ests in mind. When political speeches are planned by na- 
tional committees, they are so arranged that there is one 
type for Pennsylvania, another for Kansas, another for 
Massachusetts, each adapted to suit those communities 
by appeals to the self-interest of the voters. A Pennsyl- 
vania voter will, generally speaking, not be influenced 
by the thought of helping his brother in Texas if this help 
involves self-sacrifice. If we see clearly what will help 
ourselves, we are not likely to think much of the welfare 
of the people two thousand miles away. But again the 
evil may not be so great as it seems at first blush. If each 
voter acts for his own benefit as he understands it, we are 
' likely to got results which will suit fairly well the inter^ts 
of the whole. Although the motive from the moral point 
of view seems weak, the practical results in a state, pro- 
vided the people are law-abiding, may well be ^ood. 

And this motive, too, goes far beyond the mer6 individ- 
; ual voter. I remember a sentence or two from a conversa- 
tion with a local political leader at a state convedtion 
. where one of the candidates for governor was k prcdpi- 
n#rft civil service reformer. In expressing his disapproval 
this candidate, the leader said, “Here I have been 
i^^oing the dirty work of my party for the last twelve 
years, and this man with his civil service reform viewsj 
if he secured his election, would turn me do^n in favor 
, of any reformer outside of politics whom he thought a^m&- 
what better trained for the special work.” ' 
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This felt that he had a right to a reward from his 
party for the dirty work that he had done at the polls. 
In aj somewhat more subtle way self-interest often leads a 
distinguished public man to be more active in the 
support of his party if it is likely to give him an office. 

Another reason why this motive of immediate self-in- 
terest is do Effective in very many cases is because people 
do not see and understand clearly the questions at issue. 
If a man’s convictions are clear on the issues of the cam- 
paign, and he believes one party right and the other wrong, 
the chances are strong that his vote cannot be bought at 
any price; but very few of the masses understand clearly 
the' issues, and so those who are the most ignorant or 
those most inclined toward immediate gain or those who 
are weakest become much more subject to a coITupting in- 
fluence. One of the best ways to stop vote buying is to 
educate the people, making them see clearly the issues of 
the day, so they will take an intelligent interest. 

Many voters, too, merely follow the dictates of a party 
leader because of their personal devotion toward him. 
The followers of such magnetic leaders as Andrew Jackson, 
Henry C^ay, James G. Blaine, have often been in- 
fluenced rather by a feeling of. hero worship and confi- 
their leaders’ judgm^t than by any intelligent 
pliei^ ^ Gladstone in England, Bismarck in Germany,. 
CaWdr in Italy, Gambetti in France, have been men Who 
inspired this personal confidence and devotion. I rer 
member a talk many years ago with a university student’ 
in Germany. I was asking his opinibn on some question 
of public policy, when he replied, “Oh, I don’t know; 
if,B|9ma](pk thinks it best it wUl be done. I do not need 
tO'lmther about it.” . 
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Others look upon devotion to party as sujistantially 
the same thing as patriotism, and will stand by their party 
name regardless of the nature of the issue, not merely from 
ignorance and inertia, as said before, but also because of 
this spirit of devotion to an organization which often be- 
comes a most powerful political motive. 

Still others, perhaps even the great mass of the people, 
when the issue can be made very simple, and especially when 
it becomes a moral issue, are influenced by patriotism, 
devotion to their country ; but unless the issue can be made 
simple and direct, and this is rarely the case, it will be seen 
that different persons’ conceptions of the nature of the 
state and of its influence differ so widely, and must dif- 
fer so widely on account of their training and habits, 
that there will always be a great diversity of interests, 
and views. 

To the poor woman slaving her life out attempting 
to earn enough to clothe her children and to get the 
bread to satisfy their hunger, that state will appear to 
be the best and that policy the wisest which she thinks 
will, on the whole, make it easier for poor people to live. 
To the rich, especially the idle rich who live upon their 
incomes, — fortunately for us a small, and we wish that 
we could hope a dwindling, class, — the best state is 
naturally one that will bring about security of property. 
Having great estates, they put the emphasis upon that. 
The retail business man, merchant, or manufacturer wants 
order in the community ro that there will be stability of 
buriness. The literary man is likely to feel that the state is 
best which promotes education through the arts and litera- 
ture, which supplies great public school systems aud art gal- 
leries for the good, especially the intellectual and spiritual 



THE POLITICAL MOTIVES 


39 


good, of th| people, he likewise thinking mainly of the things 
in which he is chiefly interested. 

Most of us look thus at political conditions and political 
proposals mainly from the point of view of our own 
interests or tastes or habits, being thus narrow-minded, 
for no one of us ought to consider his judgment necessarily 
wiser than that of another who does a different thing or 
who has a different thought. Good judgment is likely 
to go with experience and knowledge, but at times seem§ 
inherent in personal character. Wc should try to be 
broad-minded enough to realize that other people's 
thoughts and desires and interests may be as good and 
wise as our own, and even if they are not so good, they may 
be equally sincere and unselfish.. We must strive to 
seek that which will be for the interest of all. 

Inasmuch, however, as the motives of men are so mani- 
fold, the results of ignorance so great, the influences 
prompting or resulting from action so complex, we are 
likely to misjudge others. Wc cannot always select the 
men who are acting from the best motives, because it is 
often unsafe to judge motive by action. The man who 
seeks an office because he sincerely feels that he can thus 
best serve the state is likely to be considered selfish; 
while he who hesitates to take an active part in political 
life because he questions his own judgment is often accused 
of heedlessness and also of selfishness. The hipest motive is 
doubtle® patriotism, devotion to the country’s interests, 
which will lead us to seek the best good of all. We need 
to get as clear a conception as possible of the interests 
of all, and that means work as well as devotion. 
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At the time that Cuba was about to organize as 
^ independent state and framQ a constitmtion, one of 
the leaders of the revolutionary party came to New York 
City to confer with a number of the leading political 
thinkers aiuj 'business men. It was my good fortune 
to be present at =one of these conferences, at which there 
came uj) the question of the suffrage, and what qualifica- 
tions should be demanded of the voters in the new republic. 
There was much discussion about the table, but finally a 
general consensus of opinion seemed to have been reached, 
and they said to this representative statesman from Cuba, 
practically thjs : Find out first, as best you can, what ends 
you wish to attain, then draft your suffrage laws so as to 
secure the kind of men as voters who will give you what 
you need. There was no discussion whatever of the 
natural right to vote, no question raised as to what was 
just or unjust. The only question considered was this: 
What do you want done for the benefit of your people? 
What classes of the population will do it? 

It is worth while, I think, before examining in detail 
the often controverted question of the right ti» vote, to 
go back to one or two of the principles of politics that are 
fundamental, and first the question of a " natural right.” 
Most of the best thinkers on politics of the paasent day, 
J bdieve, will agree that there is no such l^^ng as a natui^ 
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right. Ea4i one may do things, ought to do things that 
will be for the benefit of the community, 'Tjut he has. not* 
the right to demand an}d;hing from the community. More- 
over, the criterion of what is for the benefit of the community 
at large must be settled by the community itself, not by any 
individual. That is the practical solution of this question. 
So far as I am aware, i4^erc is no other solution in history. 
The citizen, then, may and must do what the community 
determines ittis best for. him to do: he must stand in the 
forefront of battle if so ordered. He must not do what 
the state forbids; he may be deprived of liberty or life 
if he does. .i 

Again, we should keep in mind what has been em- 
phasized in the preceding chapter, mental inertia, the 
unwillingness of people to think and to work. Some 
jrears ago President Jordan of Stanford University, in s^ 
public address, said that when he was traveling once on 
a railroad through one, of the country districts of Indiana, 
the train stopped at a little village station. Looking out 
of the window, he noticed six men sitting on a fence bask- 
'ing in the sunshine, doing nothing, apparently thinking 
nothing. The train stopped for two or three minutes and 
then went on, leaving the men sitting on the fence. Two 
or three years later he passed that way again. As the 
train stopped at the same station he looked out. There 
sat again apparently the same six men in a row on the same 
fence, doing nothing, and, as before, apparently thinking 
nothing. r“Now,’' he sai<i, “that is an illustration of what 
is the matter in a great many cases With the American 
people and with all peoples. There were those wide 
stretches ^ fertile prairies lying warm under tire summer 
sunshine, simply waiting to be tickled with the hoe to bang 
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forth the richest harvests; here was the demaijd for labor 
of every kind, fend there sat these six men apparently 
. stuck to their fence witlj the bird-lime of inertia or in- 
dolence.” .That is what was the trouble. 

This inertia is not confined at all to the kind of work 
that Dr. Jordan had in mind. It is too much trouble 
for most of us to think understandingly; we are much 
more likely to take the judgment of other people without 
testing. That, we have seen, is a fundamental principle 
that runs through all political discussion. It profoimdly 
influences the question of suffrage. 

In ancient days and practically through all time up 
to the present, the chief classification of governments is 
based upon suffrage. If in any community a very large 
proportion of the people vote, we say that is a democracy, 
even though a king may be named as ruler. If but a small 
number vote, we call the government an aristocracy or 
oligarchy. If no one has the right {p vote, but the govern- 
ment is Carried on by the will of the ruler without any 
regular- method of getting at the opinions of the people-or 
of being checked by the opinions of the people, we call that 
government a tyranny or a despotism or an absolute 
monarchy. It is possible that there is no better graieral 
dassificatioh of governments than that. 

Too e#t&i, perhaps, in peaking of popular government, 
we fail to make a distinction between the number of people 
who vote and the power that the individual voter exercises. 
In the election of the members of the German Reichstag, 
for example, there is no educational or property quali- 
fication required for voting. We might therefore conclude 
that the German government was more nearly ja popular 
government than that o£ Great Britain, where there is 
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a propertyVjualification. On the other lumd, if we con- 
sider the influence that the voters can exert, we must con- 
clude that the British' form of govermnent is more popular 
than that 'of Germany, because in England the members 
of the House of Commons, chosen by the voters, can exert 
a very much greater influence in governmental affairs 
than can the members of the Reichstag in Germany. In 
Great Britain the most important bills are introduced in 
the House of Commons and the will of that House deter- 
mines the act of the government. In Germany the most 
important bills are introduced, not in the Reichstag, but 
in the Bundesrath, and experience has shown that the 
vote of the Reiehstag is by no means determining. The 
question of the suffrage is not in its real signiflcance 
confined merely to the qualifications for voting, but we 
may also properly consider the amount of influence which 
the voter can exert. 

Of late years there ha»been a strong tendency throughout 
Europe and America, practically throughout the world, 
both to extend the right of suffrage to a giteater number 
of people and to give to the voters more influence than 
they earlier possessed. When the power has once bera 
granted, it is difficult to take it away, and leaders 
of political parties seldom attempt to restrict the powers 
of voters. ' 

We need also to distinguish carefully between a free 
state and a state with a popular government or one with 
a wi 4 ely extended suffrage. We have perhaps in too 
many cases used the expresrions “fr^fe '’government” and 
“popular government” as ,s3mon3nnous and have not 
not^ carehiUy the differences. In a popular govermnent 
a very large proporticHi of the people of ^proper age 
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-vote. ' That fact, however, does not hiecess&rily imply 
that thh, average citizen has a ^great^ degi^ of liberty 
to do as he plqfises th^ he might havd an a despotism. 
All depends upon the regulations which a ^vtemment 
makes to direct or control the actions of individual citizens. 
A free state, is one that, relatively sneaking, interferes little 
v^th the individual in carrying out his wishes. A despotism 
might therefore irom this point of view be really a free state, 
the des^t choosing to interfere with the individual very 
little, tin a popular government, inasmc|ph as the indi- 
vidual takes an active part in selecting the members of that 
goven^ment, we are naturally more likely to find freedom 
than in a^ despotism ; but this is not necessarily 'tiie case. 
We. may properly speak of the tyranny of t^e majority. 

We Ijiave already seen that it is wise in political 
discussion to speak of natural ligt^tBr; Cjil^cns have legal 
rights, ^ut inasmuch as the state is su{^me pver the in- 
dividual citizen and may call upon tlt% pilizen to. sacrifice 
anything or everything, even to his ^life,, for the good of 
the state, we may not properly speak of a natural right as 
opposed^ to the power of state. The right of votipg, 
|herefor^, is be looked upon not at all as a right, probably 
not^^'ieven as a privilege, but rather as a trust, a sacred 
trust, put by the fundamental law into the hands of every 
voter to use for the interd^ of the community at large, — 
that is, for tiie state. » V . • * 

In ofde): that we ipay find a E||mcienl.ifba^ of reason for 
any rretriptions w^ch should ||»'!pk^ped i^ii the right 
vote, it ‘will be besi to notd'l^. character of the work 
which ^ voter has tondo and tSen to see what kind of per- 
soiud.lGiualifications this wprlc demands. 

V In ,some countries the work j^^^e voter is prunarily 
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to give his Assent to certain proposals or to dissent from 
certain pipposals laid by the officials before the body of 
voters. This was the custom in^ancioit ^reecc; this is 
to-day the rufe that obtains in some of the smaller cantons 
in Switzerland, where they have perhaps the most popular 
government in the world and whcie the individuals have 
more rights in government than elsewhere. Every year ih 
the great assemblage of all of the voters of tiie canton, ca^h 
citizen may give his vote in the election of officers and 
especially in the making of laws. The executive body 
that has been in existence for a year, after consultation 
with various citizens or a group of citizens, themselves 
may present certain proposals to the mass of the voters. 
A brief discv.s6ion is held; then the vote is taken of this 
mass of voting citizens, who are expected to vote at once 
aye or nay on the pi'Qposal. This voting upon laws is 
the main d\ity yf the voters in some countries. In 
the United Stat^^this duty is exceptronal. It is 
usually found fb the case of amendments to the con- 
stitution and sometimes, under special regulations, in the 
settlement of local questions fegardmg bonding of cities, 
extraordinary expenditures of money, or some' special, 
question that has been referred to the people by the state 
legislature or city council. 

By far ihe most important work, however, of voters in 
most countries, especially in our own, is the selection of 
repr^ntatives^fto 9 /at tor them. The^ importance ^ 

work varies with the number of official^ and th^ drives. 
In soihe countries, where «QDly a few bfficials are dected, 
the others bdng appointj|cd,* this particular duty is muen 
simpler than in others where a very huge proportim of 
the officials are elective. 
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As a practicd matter, ton, the average foter under 
ordinarjjr cinjumstanoes in the United States simply ex- 
presses hid choice between two or more rival candidates 
that hqye been selected for him by other’ people, usually 
the party leaders. This choice is regularly made by 
caucuses or conventions to which the voter has the right 
to go in person or to send a delegate to represent him, 
and where his opinion regarding the various candidates 
may have full weight. Owing, however, to the natural 
mental and mdral. inertia of which we hav% spoken before, 
nhd the’^'kind of pressure brought to bear on the 
average voter, the candidates are usually picked out by 
a^few leaders, the great mass of thd people being ex- 
pected sim^ to choose between two or three candidates. 
The resuhr*of this system has been that many political 
reformers have felt it their duty to improve the conditions 
ililder which our nominations should be made. Under 
a repl democracy, in the everyday sense of that word, some 
think that there will be a system 'of direct nominations to 
office u^er which the individual voter will have as much 
to say in the selection of the candidates of his party as he 
will afterwards have to say in their election. 

' In some countries, owing to the form of party organiza- 
tion, .the votCT finds his choice determined very largely 
by the spirit of hero worship that obtains among the masses. 
In modem Qreece, for rncample, the political parties, 
generally speaking,. take the name of their leaders; some 
years ago the leading parties being the Trikoupists, the 
Ddyannists, the Karapanists, and similar parties. The 
mass of voters care, relativdy speaking, little about the 
principles of the pa^es, althou^ these leaders* of course* 
Wi^ supiSii:^ to represent iSertain principles. Th^ 
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simply bllolred the suggestion of the great leader regard- 
ing the selection of candidates. 

In some few states, primarily in Switzerland, the voter 
not merely aidtf in the selection of his representative or 
‘ votes upon li^ presented to him, but through the initiative 
formally propbses laws which must then be taken up by 
the legislature, formulated, and then submitted to the 
people. In our own country any influential individual 
will have little difficulty in getting a proposal for a 
law before the , legislature, although formal!^ all bilte are 
presented only by members. '* 

With the understanding, then, that the chief ^ork of a 
voter in a country like ours is to select representatives, an^J 
a secondary work which comes frpm time to time is ^to 
pass upon laws, especial^ constitutional amendments, we 
may note the qualifications that should be required of 
every voter in order that our government may be wisejy*' 
carried on. i , 

There are, of course, certain qualifications that every 
voter must have as a matter of convenience. For ^ample, 
some age must be fixed in the law. This is largely an 
arbitrary matter. In many cases boys of sixteen may 
well know more about what is good for the state thad ; 
many men of thirty-five or sfarty. But the line must be 
drawn somewhere, and in most countries the age that is 
supposed to be that of a sufficient degree of maturity for 
holding and administering property independently and 
therefore for assuming the other rights and duties of man- 
hood or womanhood has been fixed at twenty-one years. 
In some countries the age has been put somewhat^higher, 
as in Gemumy, twenty-five years, but twenty-one seems 
to be the most usual. ' 
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In order that there may be the proper identification of 
the voter and that abuses may less easily arise, there is 
usually some requirement regarding residence in the voting 
district, — a year, six months, three months, ten da3^, 
depending upon the circumstances and the size of the con- 
stituency. Where fraud is likely', the registration laws are 
usually strict, — otherwise, little care need be taken. The 
other qualifications often insisted upon, such as a property 
qualification, an educational qualification, a sex qualifica- 
tion, sometimes a race qualification, a clean record as re- 
gards crime, etc., arc intended to select voters who wiU be 
able to perform suitably the work required of them. These 
various qualifications can perhaps be best tested by nqting 
the qualifications needed to perform the kinds of work 
already considered. If the functions of the voter were 
extended so that he had more to do than in this country, 
and work of a higher type, h% qualifications should, of 
couose, be placed higher than those which might be best 
in our country to-day. 

Since our voters have merely primarily to select officials, 
if we are to have any educational qualification at all for 
the suffrage, it would clearly be much less than if the work 
of the voter were to pass upon all bills before they 
were enacted into laws. If every important law, like, 
let ijis say, a reform tariff act or an amendment to our 
fede!li4 .banking law or the reorganization of a monetaiy 
systeiO,' were to come before the people for their action, 
a much higher grade of intelligence and training would 
be required ^^han if the voters had simply to determine 
whether«they should have A represent them instead of B. 
How many people are there in our commuqity to^y 
that have '80 thoroughly studied Idle tariff question or the 
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monetary Situation that they are reafly competent to ex- 
press any opinion upon the proposals that will be * brought 
forward before Congress? These questions are extreihely 
complicated. It is not to be expected that the average 
voter is competent to decide upon the details of such legis- 
lative matters. If he multicast his vote on such a question, 
he prill need to go to some friend who is thoroughly posted, 
get his judgment, and act upon it, or practically guess at 
the right conclusion; or, if party organization is strict, 
the average voter will follow his party leaders without 
making any independent judgment for himself. There 
can, of course, be no test made of the fitness of voters to 
settle complicated questions. Any educational qualificar 
tion that can be practically applied, must be simple. Even 
though candidates are supposed to represent certain party 
policies in the main so that the voters might be expected 
to make up their minds fegarding some broad questions 
of general policy, it by no means follows that they can be 
expected to imderstand thoroughly the details of such 
measures. 

In local elections it is comparatively seldom the case 
that party policies, which are national in their scope, 
should affect the voter’s opinion at all. In the case of a 
congressional election, where the party candidate is sup- 
posed to stand for some governmental policy, a ipuch 
greater degree of knowledge would be required of t]|e Voter 
to s^ect his candidate intelligently than in the c^ of a 
lOcal election where the questions at issue are or may be 
within the business experience and ac4uain^ce of prac- 
tically any voter. We may assume, however, that under 
aB dreumstances the voter will need a certain modicum 

knowledge and the ability readily to secure information. 
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In very Riany cases this will imply at knowledge of reading 
and writing, although all would recognize the fact that there 
are very many exceptional individuals who, without being 
able to read or write, are still able, and with great facility, 
to get information which will enable them to cast an intelli- 
gent ballot. In the older states and in larger cities, where 
the purely local issues are likely to be more prominent and 
where educational facilities are much more generally 
available than in many of the newer states, we may expect 
perhaps some kind of an educational qualification, such 
as the ability to read and write; whereas in some of t}ip 
newer states, where educational facilities are rare, the 
questions less complicated, and personal knowledge of 
the individuals of the community much greater, such a 
qualification would not be needed or suitable. 

Aside from the matter of knowledge, there would be 
general agreement that every voter should know and fed 
the fundamental requisites of good government, such as 
order in the community, the spirit of obedience to law, and, 
in the case of a democratic government, the desire that the 
people should have a considerable degree of personal 
liberty. These matters are of much greater consequence 
than a knowledge of the specific issues o^ the day con- 
cerning which most citizens can readily get proper informa- 
tion if they wish. 

Every voter should, of course, have a sufficient degree 
of patriotism and unselfish desire to further the interests 
of the people as a whole, even at his own expense if need be, 
and a considerable degree of interest in public affairs. 
The interest in public affsdrs may perhaps be generaUy 
counted upon in democratic governments, pt»vided tire 
citizens understand reasdoably weH the questions at issue. 
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A large proportion ^^of our venal vote doubtless comes 
through lack of interest brought about by ignorance. 
Wherever the issue is clearly drawn, especially along moral 
lines, the proportion of the total vote that is purchasable 
will be very greatly lessened. The only test of interest 
that is practicable is the habit of attending to one’s civic 
duties. If a man fails to vote for several years with no 
sufficient excuse, he might be disfranchised. 

A modicum of good judgment is likewise, of course, 
desirable; but there is perhaps no possible means of sec\ir- 
a test of this quality beyond that which might come 
'from a simple educational qualification or from a degree 
of independence shown by the power of self-support. 
Paupers may properly be deprived of the right to vote 
oh the ground that they have not good judgment or else 
that they lack in independence. 

There are other personal qualifications which may be 
of even greater consequence. Emerson in one of his 
essays says something to this effect, — that the most 
precious thing in the world is an independent thinking 
soul, — and then he goes on to comment upon the humUia- 
tion that it is for an individual to be simply counted by 
the head as sheep, or to have his political action predicted 
geographically, as when politicians say, The voters of 
Kansas will vote in favor of such a measure; New 
York City will certainly go Democratic, while the country 
districts will go Republican, etc. Our political actions 
are, as a matter of fact, predicted geographically, be- 
cause the party leaders know that the very large ma- 
jority of the voters in aU these states do not have 
independqpt thinking souls. This characteristic of in- 
dq>endence in the voters is of very great impmrtanee, 
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provided our government is to be considered at all a 
government of the people. 

If each voter is to have a certain degree of personal in- 
dependence, a personality of his own, certainly slaves must 
be excluded to begin with, because they have no right of 
their own, no personality; slaves ought not to vote. 

In England, for centuri^ even in fact until late years, 
all wage-earners were voting on exactly 

that ground. The people m^ngland said. Who handles 
my purse owns me, and inasmuch as the wage-earners 
seemed to be dependent upon their employers, they were 
excluded from voting. Within a few decades in most 
countries, especially in those countries where the secret 
ballot is found, the government has felt that it can protedt 
the wage-earners against oppression, and the wage-ejhmera 
themselves) through their organizations and through'jtheir 
greater degree of intelligence, have come to feel that th^ 
need not be dependent upon their employers, but may 
think and vote as they will. Even in our own country, 
as we know, there are many charges that the employer 
coerces his workingmen. When such cases are directly 
investigated, it is usually found that although the employ- 
ers may express their opinions regarding the effect of 
an election and may even express an opinion that the 
election of a candidate might result so disastrously that 
the workshops would need to be closed, this is done with- 
out any threat, direct or implied. Employers usually 
uuder our laws, although tWe are exceptions, do 
not take the means necessary to enable them to 
exercise coercion, although they may wish to cxerdse 
some influence. 

In cert^ countries government' officials ajre excluded 
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from votiilg on the ground that they have not,a sufficient 
degree of independence. It is well known that at the time 
of one important election in Germany, when Prince Bis- 
marck was anxious to secure as large a representation as 
possible for the government candidates, a circular letter 
was issued to the effect that in the opinion of the Chan- 
cellor one of the duties of government officials was to stand 
by the government in 6l6ct|j|ll This was practically an 
order from the Chancellor, l^mcc Bismarck, to all govern- 
ment officials to vote for the candidates favored by the 
government. Any such action would not be tolerated here. 
Any high government official who attempted to exercise 
such an influence would, under our later Presidents, be 
himself dropped from his position. Until late years, how- 
ever, there was much pressure brought to bear upon some 
of' (hi government officials by those higher in power, and 

this pressure could not have been removed so that the 
under official might keep his independent personality, it 
would have been better to deprive our officials of the right 
to vote. 

The question of woman suffrage is perhaps the one in 
this connection most debated in our country to-day, and 
this may properly be tested in the consideration of these 
personal qualities. Few people would deny that as regards 
their knowledge or intelligence the women in the United 
States are fully the equal of the men. Their knowledge 
may not lie primarily along political lines, because their 
interest has been elsewhere; but certainly, if one may 
judge from the experiences of coeducatibnal institutions and 
of many, if not most, social organizations, where oomr 
mittees qf both sexes work together, the degree of intelli- 
genee as well as of speciaUzed knowledge does not show 
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sufficient inferiority of either sex to warrant anydistinction 
being made on this ground. The same statement may 
be made regarding the qualities of moral character, of 
unselfish altruism, of devotion to the public weal. 

The argument upon which the anti-suffragists have most 
generally relied, so far as personal qualifications are con- 
cerned, is that women lack independence or good judgment. 
Women, they assert, are swayed by feeling rather than by 
judgment ; they have not an independent personality suf- 
ficient to justify granting them the suffrage. The ques- 
tion should be fairly considered. In many countries, 
especially in the early stages of society, the family stands 
as a unit, the patriarch directing its affairs. Much might 
be said in favor of the policy of giving to every family 
one vote, making the family and not the individual the 
unit. Under those circumstances it would make practi- 
cally no difference what member of tbe family cast the 
vote. It would be the leader in the family who would 
determine its nature, whether it were cast by the father 
or the mother. Even at the present time there are doubt- 
lew many cases where the women chiefly determine how 
the one vote which the family possesses shall be cast. 
The women vote thus by proxy through their husbands. 
In many countries in Europe and under certain circum- 
stances in certain states in the Union, women have the 
right to vote if they are independent property holders; 
and if the family is made the political unit, it would 
seem that^ independent single personalities, whether men 
or women, should be given the same right. In Austria, 
under certain conditions, in some places in Germany, and 
in some other coimtries in Europe, women hsjre a ri^t 
to vote; but since it is not taught best f<w wom^ 
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to appeat at the polls, they are compelled to vote 
by proxy. 

If we come back now to the fundamental question asked 
before, we must ask for our country and our day and 
generation, Has a woman a personality so independent 
that she will make up her own min d ? Let us go back to 
some of our earlier fundamental principles. Most of us 
have very little independent personality. We are too 
much inclined to drift. Thwe can be no question at all 
that a very large proportion of the women in any com- 
munity in the United States have much more independent 
personalities than thousands and hundreds of thousands 
of men who do vote. The question then would be. Is the 
proportion of women who have this independent personality 
so much less than the proportion of men with independence 
of judgment and action that it warrants us in excluding 
the women as a class? 

That is the principle by which to decide. Considering 
our civilization of to-day and our ordinary customs, a man 
is expected probably to make up his mind independently 
on these questions of the day rather more often than are 
women; but, on the other hand, every observing man 
would doubtless say that the proportion of women who 
on most matters think for themselves independently, 
without any reference to their husbands or fathers or 
brothers or any other man, is large enough so that if that 
were the only vital matter, we should not be justified in 
excluding them from voting. ^ 

From the principles that have already been laid down 
it will be seen that in all probability the suffrage should 
not be thfi same in all countries or in all states, because 
the demands that will be brought to bear upon the vot^ 
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will differ, and the voters themselves will dififcr in type. 
With the fundamental essentials of good government, 
orderly government, peaceful government, civic progress, 
in mind, and with the thought that the voter should have 
an abiding interest in pubUc affairs, we may take up the 
question again. So far as I have been able to gather, 
expmence shows that woman suffrage in most of our 
western states has been a success. So far as my informar 
tion goes, and I have taken some pains to get accurate 
information on this subject in different states at different 
times, the voting of women has boon conducted in an or- 
derly way. They have generally shown an equal degree 
of intelligence and altruism and they have exercised in- 
dependent judgment. For example, in the state of Colo- 
rado, some years since, a man and his wife were found 
opposing candidates for members of the legislature, and 
the wife won. Both these surely had independent per- 
sonalities and each was willing to protect his rights. So 
far as I have ever heard, peace remained in that family 
after election as before. 

Moreover, in those states, so far as can be learned, 
women have not been pushing themselves forward as 
candidates for office to any noteworthy extent. There 
has been no marked change in the social order and in 
social conditions such as many people expected. If we 
may judge from the fact’ that the women and the men 
from childhood have been brought up under the influence 
of the same social traditions, we may expect, from the 
general principle of mental inertia already emphasized, 
that they will think much alike on nearly all public ques- 
tions. If we grant the women the right to vot^ provided 
t^t they exercise this right to ^y noteworthy degree, 
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we should hxpect that on most questions of the day, while 
more votes would be cast, the division of votes would be 
in much the same proportion as now. 

But will women show much interest in public questions 
and actually cast their votes? That, of course, will de- 
pend upon the social conditions of the states in question. 
In most of our western states where the right to vote has 
been granted, as Colorado and Utah, women of all classes 
have voted in sufficient numbers probably to justify the 
law. In the older states, such as Massachusetts, New 
York, Pennsylvania, apparently only a minority, and in 
many instances only a small minority of the women wish 
the right to vote. Under those circumstances, the proba- 
bilities are that they would not have the interest in public 
questions that would be desirable. Under those con- 
ditions, probably more harm than good would be done 
by granting them the suffrage.- The suffragists should 
first change public sentiment, then secure the right, be- 
cause in this matter, as in others, laws that are not lived 
up to are likely to be detrimental; and in the making of 
laws, as well as in their enforcement, a great deal depends 
and should depend upon public sentiment. 

To sum up this question, then, as regards woman suf- 
frage, — and we shall see that the same principles will apply 
to negro suffrage and to other, special questions of that 
kind, — we may say that the suffrage in the first place is not 
to be looked upon as a right.. The question must be settled 
for each community on the ^ound of ^ the good of that 
community. In many communities women ought not to 
have the right to vote, because they have been kept 
down so long that they have not the requisite d^ree of 
intelligent knowledge and dndependence. In the United 
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States their intelligence and range of inforfhation is, 
generally speaking, probably equal to that of the men. 
In such communities they should not be excluded on the 
ground of lack of knowledge or lack of altruism or lack of 
honesty or lack of personal independence. If they are 
excluded at all, it should be on the ground that they, as 
yet, do not wish the right, and not wishing it, they would 
probably neglect their duties. In consequence, too, 
so great social commotion might come from the change 
that it would be unwise to grant it until the public 
sentiment has been changed. 

But it may well be asked why not exclude those who 
do not show the proper amount of interest and admit to 
the right of suffrage those who possess all the qualifica- 
tions named ? The question is fair, and presumably that 
would be the best solution of the question, unless, owing 
to social conditions, the passage of such a law would bring 
'so much pressure socially and politically to bear upon other 
women who did not wish the right to vote that their in- 
dependence and comfort would be sacrificed to so great 
a degree that more harm would be done them and the 
state than good would be done their voting sisters and 
the state through the benefit coming from their vote. The 
welfare of the whole is to be considered. 

The question of negro suffrage or of suffrage of special 
races under certain circumstances needs to be answered 
in much the same way. Where the social conditions are 
such that the peace of jthe community and oMerly govern- 
ment will not be sacrificed by admitting individuals under 
certain regulations, the best way of settling a question 
sucli as that of negro suffrage is to establish educational 
qualifications, propai;y qualijSca^ns, qualifications of 
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character,* of independence of judgment in whatever way 
these may locally be best applied so as to secure the right 
kind of a vote, and then let the voters be selected regard- 
less of color or race, solely on the ground of personal quali- 
fications. But in other states and under other conditions 
such action would be extremely unwise, because it is not 
a practical matter to try such a law under all conditions. 
In considering the effect of any law that would give other 
races the right to vote, it should be borne in mind that it 
is better often to have no law than to have one that can- 
not be observed. We should be honest with ourselves. 

If you had been a citizen in a state where a large ma- 
jority of the inhabitants were negroes of the type of those 
in many of the southern states shortly after the close of 
the Civil War, would you have thought it advisable or 
possible to put your schools, your civil order, your whole 
civilization into the hands of negroes dominated, perhaps, 
by a few unscrupulous demagogues ? There is no question 
tW you would have opposed by force, if necessary, any 
such measure, as did the people of the South. With the ex- 
perience of the people there, as with the experience of other 
peoples in other countries, as in the Transvaal, as in South 
Africa, it might very well be that the granting of the right 
to vote to even a few who personally were well qualified' 
would, on account of the social conditions, do far more 
harm than any good that could for the time being possibly 
be realized. Under those circumstances, public sentiment 
should be gradually changed until tl^e suffrage can be 
plac^ on the basis of individual personal quaUfications. 
In the South this is gradually coming to be the condition. 
As the negroes are progressing and meeting these quali- 
firations, they are more and more as a practical matter 
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securing the suffrage. Later on, doubtless, the Matter can 
be put fairly on such a basis in most such states. 

So must we answer the question regarding the granting 
of the suffr^e to other races, even of equal intelligence 
or equal m^jNd character to the members of the dominat- 
ing race. So long as the feeling is strong against any class 
or race on the groimd that, if they could vote, they would 
make changes in the social conditions and that the civiliza- 
tion of the cquntry would be materially changed against 
the will of the dominating classes, it would be better, rather 
than precipitate a social revolution, gradually to train 
public opinion until a majority stand ready to place the 
suffrage on the groxmd of personal qualifications of the 
natme of those laid down in this chapter, and then to admit 
regardless of sex or color or race. In the making of any 
fundamental law which is to affect civilization so much 
as will any material modification of the principles of the 
suffrage, we must apply general principles such as those 
laid down in this chapter conservatively and adopt only*^ 
those measures that are adapted to the stage of civiliza- 
tion of the state in which we live. 



IV 

POLITICAL PARTIES 

In his study of politics in the United States, President 
Woodrow Wilson said last year in his inimitable way that 
our political parties are of the very greatest importance 
as a coordinating force in our government. The intention 
of our forefathers was to give us a government of checks 
tod balances, with executive, legislative, and judicial de- 
partments, distinct and separate ; but, in order that our 
government may be efficient, the system of checks and 
balances which weakens it must be overcome by some 
coordinating force. In our country that force is our 
political parties. 

If we are to see in a practical way their nature and to 
recognize our own relationship to those parties, we must 
approach the question from a viewpoint somewhat different 
from that of the critical political philosopher. We must 
see how parties are made up, and we must consider 
what " attitude we ought to take with reference to party 
allegiance. 

owing to the differences in our natures and training, it 
is natural that the individuals in a commimity have opin- 
ions which differ on almost any question of public policy. 
It is therefore normal that political pakies should arise, 
inasmuch as a political party is"^ merely a group of citizens 
who think^ or are supposed to think in the same way on 
eertidQ prominent poUtical questions of the day, Political 

01 
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parties arise in the same natural way that religious sects 
arise. Many people are inclined to question whether 
it is desirable to have so many sects in religion, and 
whether it would not be wiser to abolish sectarianism and 
establish one church on a few fundamental principles. 
But we should recognize that such an attempt in the 
present generation, at any rate, presumably for a long time 
to come, would fail. People will think differently on vari- 
ous phases of religious questions owing to their different 
temperaments, to their training as children, to the sur- 
roundings of their daily lives. If we are going to have 
religious process at all, it is presumably desirable that 
we have these various denominations in order that each 
may find the religious fellowship that suits his needs. 

Likewise, in the natural order, out of the differences of 
human nature, have arisen our political parties. Many 
years ago, Charles Sumner said: “Party in its truest 
state is the natural expression of opinion on particular 
public questions.” This expression will assume, of course, 
different forms; parties are therefore a necessity in every 
democracy. 

Moreover, if a political party is to put its opinions into 
effect, it must have, of course, a thoroughly well-equipped 
organization in order that the thoughts of the party may 
be crystallized, put into laws, and properly administered. 
We therefore cannot have anything like effective political 
parties unless we have party machines. A party machine 
means simply the organization throu^ which the different 
voters of the party have their opinions crystallized into 
definite form and through which the means are employed 
to brmg the voters together effectively, if not intdligentiy, 
in order to secure power for the 'pi^y. * ’ 
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It should be clearly recognized that the first duty of 
every pohtical party is, and ought to be, to get control of 
the offices. We find fault, properly enough, in a great 
many cases with the methods employed by our party or- 
ganizations to secure the offices, and we talk as if there 
were something wrong in getting them. That is not at 
all the case. If we join a political party, we do so because 
we believe that our views with reference to the policies of 
the day ought to be put into effect; we think those views 
can be put into effect only through joining with others of 
like views in party organization, and then in doing what 
we can to put that party into power, that is, to get the 
offices. . Our party managers, therefore, are doing nothing 
wrong in attempting in every honest and honorable way 
to secure the offices for men who will cany their policies 
into effect. 

When I limit the efforts of the party managers to those 
that are honest and honorable, I mean this: However 
important the ordinary political tepets of a party may be, 
there is nothing so fundamental to the success of demo-, 
cratic government as a sense of order, of honor, and of 
justice, in the community. However important, therefore, 
the issue may be that arises between the political parties, 
whether it be a question of economics or of political method, 
we may be sure that important as that question is, it can 
never justify corruption of the voters to put it into effect. 
Corruption of the voters will do more harm than the 
success of the opposite party, however weak and bad its 
opimofts may be. That is something that is often over- 
looked. 

Hioug^ our politicians in some cases go beyond what 
isrbest for*the state in their attempt 'to win^ it is yet 
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worth while to bear in mind that great care is* taken and 
very great intdligence is shown in the mere organization 
of our party machines. Many will recall the political 
campaign of 1888 , in which political feeling was running 
very high. The states of New York and Indiana were 
doubtful, and it was thought extremely desirable by the 
party managers on both sides that those states should be 
carried. It was reported that a telegram was sent from 
the Republican headquarters ' to Indiana, instructing the 
political leaders there to divide the voters of that state into 
“blocks of five,” and on election day to put each block 
into the hands of a trusty man. Somewhat later I asked 
one of the local Republican managers in Indiana what he 
thought regarding that telegram. He, the chairman of 
a county committee, replied: “The only trouble about 
that telegram was that they thought it sufficient to divide 
the people into blocks of five. As a matter of fact, we had 
divided our voters into blocks of one. Each individual 
voter in my county who was at all doubtful was assigned 
separately to a trusted man to take care of him and to 
see that he voted our way.” This shows something of 
the very careful management of any important political 
campaign. Every voter’s name is taken and each man is 
individually looked after. Most of the voters, it is known, 
will be Democrats or Republicans or Prohibitionists or 
Labor Men or Socialists, from tradition or some real or 
fancied interest; but besides these there will be found 
a considerable number of doubtful voters, — either the 
very intelligent independent voters, or those whose vhtes . 
can be bou^t. Each of these doubtful voters in every 
district will be cai^ully thou^t over and will.be looked 
^ alter by each party manager^ B there is any tikelihood 
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of changing a vote, the means by which it can best be 
changed, whether by argument, by literature, by the solici- 
tation of a friend or lawyer, or by the use of money, will 
be considered, and the most effective means will probably 
be employed. Conditions, of course, differ greatly in dif- 
ferent locahties; in some, practically every vote is safe 
in one party or the other, but I have known districts in 
which practically eveiy voter was doubtful. 

With this condition regarding the voters, we see how 
important definite, rigid, intelligent organization is. If we 
wish our political views put into effect, we ought to assist 
our party organization to do ever3rthing that is honorable 
and patriotic, in order to have our party secure the 
position of advantage in carr3dng out our political views, 
that is, to get the offices. But let us not forget that dis- 
honorable practices will injure the country more than the 
success of the opposing party. 

We ought not to feel that our country or our constitution 
is in danger, whatever party wins. The great mass of the 
people wish our constitution upheld and wish our govern- 
ment as a whole to be successful ; and whichever party wins 
in any contest, if the members of that party find by testing 
it that they have adopted the wrong policy, they will soon 
change it to one which is, relatively speaking, sound. 
The real stability of our government in the United States 
is not at stake in any election. That should be kept in 
nwd as a fundamental bdief under any ordinary circiun- 
stances. There may come times of revolution. 

Wl^e, then, it is the first duty of every political party to 
get the offices in order that its views may be put into effect, 
it must n^t be forgotten that there is danger that if the 
party remains in power for any length of time, it may be-^ 



66 


THE PRINCIPLES OF POLITICS 


come corrapt and attempt to use its powers for 'selfish ends, 
to further the ends of the party managers, and not to seek 
the good of the state. A party has no right to existence 
at all excepting for the good of the state. In consequence, 
it is the duty of the individual voter to observe carefully 
and continuously the acts of his party leaders, to note 
whether they use their power for personal ends instead of 
for the public interest, and to keep in positions of leadership 
only unselfish patriots. 

By what principles is party membership determined? 
Many political philosophers say that the age of the citizen 
has an influence; young men will be radical, old men con- 
servative. This has probably a modicum of truth in it, 
but temperaments are not changed so much by years as is 
often imagined. The temperament of individuals is very 
noteworthy in the settlement of all life questions, whether 
in business or religion or pleasure or politics. It is inter- 
esting always to note the temperaments and in consequence 
the views of individual members of any group with which 
we happen to be associated, — boards of directors, church 
committees, university faculties, or what not. I have 
often amused myself by picking out the membership of the 
parties in the university faculty of which I am a member. 
When any question of university policy comes up, one can 
ordinarily predict that this man will vote in such a way ; 
a more conservative man will regularly have another view- 
pdnt; and in fact the umverrity faculty, unconsciously to 
its members, is divided into parties almost as ri^d as those 
found in the state at large. The principles involved in a 
careful study of such parties in churches or business 
organizations dr boards of directors are'exactiy the same 
that are found in the study of p^tieal peuties excepting 
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SO far as tile members of these special boards or commit- 
tees are more nearly uniform in their general habits of 
society and life and thought than are the great mass of 
voters. 

As are these men, so are members of political parties 
often determined in their views by their environment, 
their inherited opinions, and their habits of life. Owing 
to mental inertia, most people take their political opinions 
as they take their social and religious views, from those 
with whom they associate. Boys who carry banners in 
political processions of a party are likdy to become men 
devoted to that party. 

A person’s business environment often affects his vote 
because he sees his business interests, and he is not likdy 
to see that his business interests conflict with those of the 
public, even if such a conflict exists. 

I have often been interested in discussing the question 
of the tariff with persons in different lines of business. The 
manufacturer, whose products are protected from strong 
foreign competition by a tariff, is almost certain to be a 
protectionist, and he will say with perfect conscientiousness : 
“I need protection; the policy of protection is good for 
business. If the tariff were removed, it would put me into 
bankruptcy and would ruin the business of the country.” 
And that man will think it vital to the interests of the 
country as a whole that the tariff be upheld. Another man 
who is, let us say, the producer of raw material and who is 
anxious to have large importations in order that the de- 
mand for our exports may be stimulaf^d, is much more 
likely to feel that the tariff ought to be lowered or re- 
moved. qe sees the interests of the country as a whole 
throi^ the eyes of his own special business. He is a rare 
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man who is broad-minded enough to see that the best 
interests of the public in general may differ from his own 
private financial interests. Still more rare is the man 
who, when convinced of that condition of affairs, is ready 
to say. It is my duty to vote for the interests of the 
public rather than for my own interests. Yet that is the 
position which the voter ought to reach, and when he 
considers the question of joining himself to a political 
part;|||, he ought to ask. Do the tenets of that p^ty 
further the interests of the country as a whole? rather 
than. Do the tenets of that party further my private 
interests? 

And yet it is, of course, a fact that if each person carefully 
considers his own personal interest, the general consensus 
of opinion — theoretically the resultant of the opinions of all 
of the individuals — would probably give one that would 
further the best interests of the country at large. It is 
not, therefore, from the viewpoint of the public welfare 
a very serious fault for voters to consider their own individ- 
ual interests. 

But the great force, after all, in determining the member- 
ship of a party is that of habit and inertia rather than that 
of conscious independent judgment. Relatively few peojde 
are independent of some regular politicals party and de- 
termine from time to time, on consideration of the merits 
of the issues (ff the day and of the candidates, what their 
votes shall be. Such people, mugwumps, must always be, 
relativdy speaking, few, because the great mass of Hie 
people have ndth^ the training nor the tempermnent to 
think out the isst^ of the day at every deetion. 

And again, fhe really free, intelligent, consdmi^oim votor 
mi^t find it very ^cult <x^e^ wrong to take thO 
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position of*the mugwump. If one has been a member of 
a political oi^anization for a number of years, so that he 
has become influential in the councils of that party, and in 
some election, in opposition to his wishes and his advice, the 
party managers frame a platform which he thinks unwise, 
what is he to do? If he withdraws from the party, he 
thereby weakens his influence in its councils and in the 
state at large. If he stays by his party in the hope that 
with the influence that he has now he may eventually 
persuade it to do what he believes best, he may quite 
possibly ultimately accomplish a greater good for the State. 
Can a person in the long run influence the policies of his 
country best by taking the position of a man who will codp- 
erate with others and who, in the case of an emergency, is 
willing to yield a little of what he thinks wise and best for 
the sake of furthering finally and, on the whole, the interests 
of his countiy? Or will he perhaps accomplish more by 
taking the position of a hostile critic standing outside and 
sa3dng, “I will punish to the best of my ability every party 
and every individual who does what I think wrong ” ? That 
question can probably not be answered in general terms. 
Each individual must answer it for himself in every special 
case. Oenerally speaking, probably, the average citizen, 
especially if he is a man of some considerable influence, 
will accomplish more if he stands by his party, even 
thou^ at times he is far from satisfied, than by taking the 
portion of a hostile critic. He can usually help Us country 
best ^by helping diape his party's policy. And yet no 
one can fail to recognize the, important influence for 
good that has often been exerted in a state like New York 
by tiie gi^up of independent thinkers who are willing to 
go from one party to another in order to satisfy their minds 
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on special issues. Through this influence thhre can be 
little doubt that the type of candidates has been greatly 
improved, — far more than would have been the case had 
there not been this large group of independent voters. 

Persons ought not to be bound by a mere party name as 
many people are. We know how easy it has often been 
and still is to conjure with some great name. How many 
voters are swayed by the name of Jefferson or the name of 
Lincoln, and yet these great names arc generally mere 
party traditions : Lincoln is above all parties, as Washing- 
ton is; ho belongs to the whole country. But thoughtful 
individuals will not be bound by the name of the party or 
that of a great leader. No party can live for many years 
without changing its general line of policy. The Republican 
party in 185G was the same in name that it is to-day, but 
since that date the general line of activity of the party 
has changed three or four times. The same thing is true 
of the Democrats. When one issue has been practically 
settled, a new issue arises. What is a Republican policy 
at one time may quite possibly become a Democratic policy 
at another. Now most people, the mass of the people, cling 
to the party name, whatever the issues of the day. One 
should balance those issues for himself and ask the question. 
Can I in the long run do more for my country by standing 
with my party, even though I am not in harmony on every 
minor issue, or by voting specifically on the issues of the 
day? 

In most times we find political parties divided into the 
government party and the opposition, the ins and the outs. 
It is a good thing to have parties divided along that line; 
it tends toward a critical examination of policies. The 
party in power naturally wants the government strength- 
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ened; it is inclined to favor centralization. The opposi- 
tion party normally tends toward particularism and 
wants the central government weakened. In most states 
the party in power is inclined to be conservative as it 
feels responsibility. The party out of power will promise 
almost anything, even along most radical lines, if it will 
help it to get in. Some years ago a committee of the state 
legislature visited a state university to inspect its work 
and decide upon proper appropriations. The committee 
included the leaders of both majority and minority parties. 
After its round of inspection the committee met the throng 
of students and citizens in the great hall of the university. 
The leader of the opposition having no responsibility told 
how greatly he had been pleased with what he had seen, 
stated that he thought the university .should be given a 
very liberal appropriation since it was doing so well, and 

added, “And I call upon Mr. , the leader of the House, 

to stand with me in this regard and do what he can for 
this great university.” But when the leader of tlic major- 
ity arose to speak, he called attention to the fact that the 
leader of the opposition could easily make liberal prom-: 
fees, since he had no power and his offer was perfectly safe, 
continuing: “But so far as I am concerned, the respoasi- 
bility rests upon me. I may say that I have been pleased; 
I will do what, on the whole, I think wise, but I cannot 
make now any definite promises, because the responsibility 
rests upon me.” Like these leaders are the parties. 

Much has been said with reference to third parties and 
their desirability. In the great democratic countries, — 
England and the United States, — two chief parties exist. 
If a special issue comes up, such as slavery, or the prohibi- 
tion of the liquor traffic, or special labor legislation, and 
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neither of the great parties finds it wise or cofivenient to 
take up this issue, the question arises as to whether a 
third party ought to be organized. In many instances 
the best way to promulgate an idea is to organize a tliird 
party and to work as vigorously as possible to get into 
power. If the issue is really one of prime importance, ] 
as was the question of the extension of slavery into the' 
territories before the Civil War, the third party is likely to 
secure such influence that either the question must be I 
taken up by one of the existing large parties .'or the thir4 ' 
party becomes the dominant one as did the Republican 
party after the outbreak of the Civil War. But unless the 
third party within a comparatively short time becomes 
itself very prominent or has its policies adopted by one 
of the great parties, it is a reasonable assumption that its 
issue is not of prime importance. Under those circum- 
stances is it worth while to devote one’s time and energies 
and money to further discussion of the question, or would 
it be better, after the matter has been fully tested for a 
few years, to relinquish one’s efforts for the time being and 
to devote one’s energies rather to carrying through one 
of the issues of the day which is prominent enough so 
that one’s influence may count? This question ought to 
be very seriously considered by persons of unselfish, devoted 
natures who try year after year to carry their ideas into 
effect and find that they are making practically no head- 
way. May it not well be true that energy so expended 
is thrown away and that a person by following*this small 
third party may be practically wasting his time instead of 
using it wisely? There may be hope fifty years hence for 
the special issue. This suggestion is not a co:|}demnation 
of a third party; that is perhaps. the best way in which to 
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get a new problem of the day before the people. The 
question is that of the true function of a third party in 
a epuntry like the United States as a means to bring 
forward and urge a new issue until that issue has been 
thoughtfully tested before the country. 

In cities and towns and states there are often local 
•issues that have nothing to do with national politics. 
Nevertheless, in view of the influence which political parties 
e^ert and ought to exert in national questions, they will 
naturally extend their -i oi^anization into the local dis- 
tricts. The greater issues,* the national issues, tend to 
obscure the local ones, and yet these local problems are for 
many of us as individuals of much more importance than 
the national issue. It is likely to make much more differ- 
ence to me indi'vidually who is the next school-teacher 
that has charge of my children than who is the next Presi- 
dent. We too often forget, moreover, that the local 
issue is entirely different from the national issue, and that 
our vote on local matters ought to be cast independently 
of our views on federal questions, no matter what claims 
are made by party managers. Sometimes national issues 
may be of so overwhelming importance — the Civil War 
was such a special issue — that it is diflScult to feel our- 
selves free to exercise the option of the individual in local 
matters and yet be bound upon that prime national issue. 
OrdinarHy, probably in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, 
with most voters, the local issues are far too much ob- 
scured by the national ones, but we ought to see to it that 
we separate in our own minds carefully the local from the 
national and vote accordingly. 

In the selection of candidates fo; office also, some offices 
are, jn their nature, political, and the policy of the country 
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is determined by the character of the men who hold 
them. To those offices the successful party has a just 
claim. They ought to be filled by party men because they 
determine party issues. It has become clear during the 
history of our country that the President’s cabinet should 
be made up of men belonging to the same party, in order 
that the questions of public policy on which the President 
was elected may be kept in mind and may be carried out 
effectively in the interests of all of the people. A^very 
great majority of the offices, however, are purely adminis- 
trative or even clerical in character. There is no need 
why these should be filled by party men. There can be 
no such thing as Republican bookkeeping or Democratic 
letter-writing, and clerical offices ought not to be filled by 
party men for party reasons. 

In Great Britain, when there is a change of the party 
in power, less than a hundred men change office. In 
this country there is no need why a very much larger 
number should change. 

Party leadership as such gives a claim to office only 
so far as experience shows that the leader has won the 
confidence of the voters and is an able man of adminis- 
trative ability. It is important that the office-holder be 
able and tried. It is also important that he have the 
confidence of the people. These qualifications can often 
be well tested in party organizations. 

There is also in very many cases a decided advantage 
in public men beingthe possessors of a considerable amount 
of private wealth, so that they may be independent of 
their office-holding. Considering the necessities of our 
party organizations, a poor man who must earn his living 
and who, if he takes office, must be dependent upon his 
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official salary, can frequently not be as independent of 
the party leaders as he ought to be. While we may 
properly regret the fact that the wealth of office-seekers 
has sometimes had much to do with securing them position, 
we should likewise recognize that the man whose wealth 
is sufficient so that he docs not need the office, can adminis- 
ter it, if he will, far more independently of party leaders 
or of outside influence, or even of temptation to dishonesty, 
than^the man who must hold the office in order to get a 
living. And yet the man whose living does not depend 
upon his work is more likely to be neglectful of that work. 
It must be noted that always there is a balancing of advan- 
tages and disadvantages in such matters. 

A person ought to be really devoted to the best interests 
of the country. The difficulty in many cases is that people 
forget that devotion to the party ought to be only for the 
sake of the country, ''So long as the tme theory of the 
public as a means to government ends for the good of the 
country is preserved, it will continue to be true that he 
serves his party best who serves his country best.” 
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REPRESENTATION 

■ The principles of representation in government have 
become of special significance only in modem times. In 
the ancient city state, where the citizens might all come 
together and legislate directly upon public affairs, there 
was no need of representation. In a country ruled by a 
despot, there can be no representative system. It is, 
therefore, only in the modem country state in distinction 
from the ancient city state that the principle of representa- 
tion has become of special significance. Nevertheless, 
in connection with this system many points should bo 
noted to sec whether, in the modern state, the principles 
of representation are so used as to get the best results 
for the welfare of the people. 

Perhaps the most important question in connection 
with representation is this: Are the representatives as we 
find them in our legislatures or even in our executive 
chambers to be looked upon merely as delegates of their 
constituencies, to voice the expressed wishes of their people ; 
or are they rather to be considered as representative 
citizens who, at meetings of the legislative bodies or in 
association with other executives, after discussion of the 
questions before them, shall themselves as independent 
men and citizens decide the issues before thenhin accord- 
Mice with their own best Judgment? Are representatives 
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to be looked upon as mere delegates, mouthpieces, or as 
representative men, speaking independently? 

There can be no doubt that in the United States at the 
present day our representatives in state legislatures and 
in Congress in many cases stand chiefly as delegates. If 
they can in any way find out what their constituents wish, 
that they do. And yet there are many men who, while 
keeping well in mind the wishes of their constituents, will 
still take the broader view and within wide limits use an 
independent judgment. 

Some years ago, when the question of the creation of 
Greater New York was under discussion at Albany, a 
number of members of the Assembly, before voting, called 
attention to the fact that while they- themselves believed 
it would be better for the state of New York to defeat the 
bill, nevertheless they would vote for it because, after con- 
sulting their constituents, they foimd that those con- 
stituents wished the law. They voted contrary to their 
convictions to please their constituents. On the other 
hand, it will be recalled that Edmund Burke, on the ques- 
tion of conciliation with America, voted deliberately against 
what he beheved to be the immediate wishes of his con- 
stituents. His address before the electors of Bristol is per- 
haps the best example we have of a representative taking 
boldly the position that it is his business to do the thinking 
for his constituents, that he has to •stand for his own 
opinions and not the imthinking wishes of his people. 
I “maintained your interest,” he said, “against your 
opinions, with a constancy that became me. A represen- 
tative worthy of you ought to be a person of stability. 
I am to looji: indeed to your opinions : but to such opinions 
as you and I must have five years' hence. I was not to 
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look to the flash of the day.” I have attended many 
political conventions and have listened to the addresses 
of many candidates to constituencies in the United States. 
I have never heard an expression of that kind.' Rather 
we hear much said about the wisdom of the common 
people, about how much more all the people ki^ow than 
any individual, and in consequence how it is that the rep- 
resentative will feel himself bound to carry out the wishes 
of his constituents. Now, to state the question perfectly 
clearly. How by adding ignorance to ignorance shall we get 
wisdom ? Simply because a great many uninformed people 
agree upon some subject which they have not carefully 
thought out, is there much likelihood of their being right ? 
Is it not more likely that the man will be an expert and will 
be right who has studied the question, who feels the re- 
sponsibility upon him of deciding it after considering it in 
all its bearings, keeping in mind the interests not merely 
of his local constituency but also of all the constituencies 
in the country ? 

A representative stands not merely for the comparatively 
few people who have elected him. He stands for the people 
of the entire country which he is representing, so that he 
should study, not only the interests of his immediate con- 
stituents, but also the interests of the whole country. 
Under those circumstances, from the point of vantage 
which he possesses through the opportunity of consulting 
with representatives from all other constituencies through- 
out the country, he may well make up his mind more wisely 
than can his constituents. The idea that the man repre- 
sents his local district or even that he is to recognize 
merely the wishes or the selfish interests of^ individual 
constituents against the wdfaru of*tiie country at large, 
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is a doctrine, that while in practice it has very great cur- 
rency, is certainly not one to be commended. 

And yet a representative should by no means neglect 
the local interests of his constituents. Those interests 
in a very great majority of cas^ will not be found in con- 
flict with the interests of the state. Even the interests of 
individual companies or persons may w'ell be looked after 
in the interest of Ihe country as a whole. It is of course 
the business ot the mpresentative to look after such inter- 
ests of his constitiients and to serve them in every way 
possible,*^ so long as they do not come in conflict with the 
broader interests of the state. 

Before, however, we consider the effect of the two 
systems on the character of the representative men, we 
may note that under present conditions and customs, if a 
representative desires a rejection, he nee^ to be cautious 
regarding the degree of independence upon which he insists. 
Edmund Burke, in spite of the noble address that he made 
in favor of his position, was compeUed to withdraw from 
his canvass and to lose his rejection. In consequence of 
such possibilities our candidates often flatter their constit- 
uents to seciu'e the election. But the people should as 
rapidly as possible come to know that the candidate who 
flatters them is not the one who can best protect their real 
interests. 

If the people get into the habit of looking upon their 
representatives as their mere delegates to cany out their 
will, they are likely to assume that the representation is not 
merely hi political matters, but that it extends to other 
lines as well. A congressman, if he is not independent, 
or U he flatters too much his constituents, is likely to be- 
o(9ne more flr less of an errand boyto do whatever he can 
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for them at the capital city. Any representative is ready 
to laugh, though somewhat bitterly at times, at letters which 
he receives from his constituents asking him to go to some 
of the d^artments regarding matters that have to do with 
the personal welfare of the constituent rather than with 
the interests of the country. The time which ought to be 
devoted to studying the public questions of the hour is 
taken up largely in carrying out wishes of Cj^rtain individ- 
uals for some selfish end. On the other hand, if constitu- 
ents feel that they have chosen the most representative 
citizen of their constituency, the man who, on the whole, 
knows best what is good for them and for the good of the 
country at large, they will more rarely venture to trespass 
upon his time for personal reasons. 

If we keep in mind primarily the delegate idea, we are 
likely to secure a representative of a somewhat lower type 
than if the representative is made to feel that his prime 
business is to study independently to express his own 
judgment, and to take the responsibility of furthering as 
best he may his country’s welfare. 

The delegate idea favors the demagogue. He may make 
promises or run errands to get votes. In this way he may 
hold his position, but he cannot do much to further the 
country’s interests. 

In the United States, under our present system of dis- , 
trict representation, there is great opportunity of gerry- 
mandering, that is to say, it is relatively easy for the party ' 
that has control of the state legislature whenHhe state is 
redistricted, so to arrange the districts that the voting 
strength of the parties within the state will insure to the 
benefit of the party in power. The influence oi the gtfiy- 
mai]derismueh|^t^thaiijs(^teiifu{^p^^ Ama|oti^ 
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of the representatives in the 51st Congress, which enacted ^ 
the McKinley tariff law, were elected by a minority of the 
voters, owing to the disbeict S 3 ^tem. In the 53d Congress, 
elected in 1892, had the representation been in proportion 
to the votes cast, the Democratic majority of 79 would 
have been a Democratic minority of 10. Two years later 
on similar lines the Republicans, with 48.4 per cent of the 
total vote, elected 68.8 per cent of the Congressmen. 
In Inc^iana, in 1892, owing to the gerrymander, it required 
126,834 Republican votes to elect one congressman, but 
only 23,565 Democratic votes, that is, one Democratic 
vote was worth 5.4 Republican votes. In 1894, on the 
other hand, the Republicans elected the entire delegation 
of 13 members, although imder a S 3 rstem giving the par- 
ties an equal chance, the Republicans would have been 
entitled to only 7. In Massachusetts, in one instance, after 
the Republican redistricting, it took 75,000 votes to elect 
one Democrat to Congress, while less than 18,000 would 
elect a Republican. 

Aside from the abuse of the gerrymander are others 
coming from the party organization. As has be^ seen, 
we must have an organization, but when the machine 
makes rules of party voting in the caucuses such that not 
more than 10 per cent of the party can readily vote upon 
nominations, we have nothing like a fair, just represen- 
tation of the voters. 

In certain countries representation is not that of individ- 
uals, but iRther of certain classes in the community. 
may w^ be questioned wheth^, in some countries at any 
rate, it may not be best to have the various social or in- 
dtvtrial dasses, as such, represented instead of indxvid- 
und^1;he assumption that th€te are no dasses in tiie 
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country. In Prussia, especially in, the election of members 
of the House of Representatives, a wealthy man is given 
a much greater voting power thajb a poor man, so much so 
that in certain districts where there are great corporations 
or one very wealthy man, this one man or one family or one 
corporation will elect a third of the members of the entire 
representative body. In Essen, for example, where the 
Krapp Iron Works are situated, the managers of that es- 
tablishment alone have the power to elect one-third 
of the representatives, whereas at the other extreme it 
takes some thousands of voters to elect an equal number. 
In Austria, on the other hand, as well as in certain sections 
of Germany, in local matters there is a representation of 
the industrial classes, the great land owners, the chambers 
of commerce, the average citizens, and so on. In Norway 
the coimtry districts so outrank those of the city in numbers 
and representative power that to each city voter is given 
sometimes four times the voting strength of that belong- 
ing to the country voter and still the coimtry represen- 
tatives outnumber. 

And so it would be but a fair question for us to consider 
(I am not advocating it, merely discussing it) whether, 
on the whole, in a city like New York we should have the 
t^eal interests of the community served better by having 
m our city councils a certain number of representatives of 
the chamber of commerce, a certmn number of the trade 
unions, a certain numb^, let us say, from the merchants’ 
.*«ssociations, a certain number from the bankers, a certain 
number from the clergymen. May it not weU be that a 
representation of the interests of various classes, opeinly 
an4 §?Em^ly acknoiirledged, might give us results equally 
as as — possil^y bet^* than'V a reprei^tatibn qf 
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various individuals who, though they nominally do not 
represent classes in manj^ cases, are practically controlled 
by those classes. 

In New York we have frequently seen that the repre- 
sentatives of New York City in the state legislature are 
outvoted by the representatives of the so-called up-country 
districts, even though the question at interest is one that 
concerns primarily the city. Is this just ? Should we give 
a larger proportionate representation to the country dis- 
tricts? 

A representation of classes is sometimes found in our 
legislatures without any previous plan. Most legislatures 
have a very large representation of lawyers, sometimes 71 to 
75 per cent. Of course lawyers are in 'the habit of standing 
for the interests of their clients and they are familiar with 
the business of a legiriaturA So we may see how natural it 
is, perhaps, that we should have this large representation of 
lawyers in practically all of our legislatures; but it is 
very decidedly questionable whether, on the whole, it is 
best for the interests of our country that they have quite so 
large a proportion. 

Much has been said at times against the representatives 
of labor that we find in Congress and the state legislatures. 
These representatives are likely to be men less skilled thatf * 
the lawyers ; but the question is, after all, whether there is a 
person from any other class in the community who is closely 
enough in touch with the so-called working classes (th^ 
hand laborers mostly) that be can really see their needs 
and can thus represent them in the best way. 

It is extremely desirable that le^slators take to heart the 
interests of 4)he people. It is extremely desirable, tqioi^lhat 
they have sufficient knowledge of the conditions of the 
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differoit classes in the community in different ppts of 
the state so that they may be sure that there is no class 
whose interests are not carefully looked after. Generally 
speaking, it may well be best that the representatives be 
chosen from special classes in-order that the interests of 
those classes may not be forgotten and may be cared for so 
far as they are consonant with the interests of the com- 
munity at large. 

Much has btoi said in sopie European countries, especially 
in Switzerland, Belgium, and France, of the so-called pro- 
portional system of representation, it bang thought by 
the advocates of such a system that the people as a whole 
woul^ have ^heir interests best served if each group, even 
though £ comparatively small one, whose views were so 
n^ly alike that there could be org^mizep ljo rep^ent them 
even a smkll party, shduld have some vbic^ in the legis- 
lature. In the 'state of New ,York to-day, alf iLe members 
are either Republicans cr Demoemts. We have^a number 
of small p^ics, — thi%rQ|ubiti^[usts, the Labor ¥w£y, 
the SopMsts, etc., — but l&ose pjDrties, being made ot 
memb^ scattered throughout > the State, are seldom, II 
ever, so’ located that there are elbough votes in any jple 
district to secure a representative in the state legisktli^p. 
Mjgjht it not perhaps be best for the interestsiof the state 
to l^v^, inKbead of this district system, many districts 
grouped together, so that, if there were any party in the 
s&te that cpst a fair quota of votes, U; might secure at 
le^ one representative to speak for it ? The true prinigi^ 
it is asserted by the advocates^f this system, is to have 
the representotiye body, as it wem, a photograph of tihe 
i^ews of thie p^ple at large, sonsthat any «group, ev^ 
Ihoi^ it may tie smaih, may liave its intethsts, even il» 
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special hobby if it wishes to have it put into a law, given 
a reprisentative to speak for it. Under such a system if 
we suppose, for example, that ten candidates were to be 
elected, one party might cast, let us say, six-tenths of the 
votes, another two-tenths, a third two-tenths. Under 
those circumstsmces one pttrty would elect six, another 
party two, the third party two, of the candidates, whereas, 
under the present system, generally speaking, the eptire 
ten representatives would come from the dojpinant party. 

This proportional system of 'representation has many 
decided advantages. It has also equally decided dis- 
advantages. For a number of years the system has been in 
effect in Belgium, and the Belgians consider it successful. 
In certain cantons in Switzerland it 'scems also^to^ave 
succeeded, '‘^though in one, Ticino, where it was ^t in- 
troduced to. settle I fiai% dispute which counted almost 
to a revolution, it has at length been given up^ 

Whal ^e some of the advantages ? It would largely 
(ioraway with the abuies^pf th«| gerrymander, inasmuch 
the ’Strict system lilbing altolished, and the i^presenta- 
>^ves being chosen on a^eneral ticket, the candi(fe.t(^ would 
he..dected mainly ins puoportion to the number %f votes 
c^ for them and the s^ong men in both parties might 
be sure of an election. 

Under the district system the ablest rep:^entativl*'of 
any party may be legislated out of office by aredistr^ing. 
After Mr. McKinley bad made his reputation as the cb^- 
man of ^e Ways and Means Conunittee in the House" of 
B^^resentatives, the state was redistricted, he was 
a district where he coulff not be reelected* and lost in cod- 
sequence hi£i podtion. It makes no (ffffermce what ^ 
of his views on ihe tariff; hie was beyond questito 
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among the most able, popular, and best representatives that 
the state of Ohio had in Congress^ blinder a proportioniJ 
Eastern of representation, such an evil as that could not 
be found. The popular representatives in the state, 
standing normally at the head of their ticket, would be sure 
of an election year after year, and thus the country would 
get the benefit of their wisdom and of the strength that 
comes from long experience in office. ^ 

A proportional system, too, would doubtless remove to a 
very great extent the temptations to bribery. We have 
legislated seriously to stop the abuses of bribery and fraud 
in our elections by imposing heavy penalties. How much 
better it might be if we could remove the temptation to 
commit the evil. A Swiss politician some years ago said 
that in the canton where he lived and where a good system 
of proportional representation was employed, there was 
little bribery. He said that there used to be much in that 
canton, but that the proportional system had practically 
stopped it entirely, sincett h^d beii^me certain that no one 
party could get a majority in the legislature. There were 
four or Eve parties. Each had a certain amount of strength 
«V~iione^the majority. Under thos^ circumstances there 
was no particular advantage in attempting to bribe voters 
so as to elect one or two or half a dozen more. Had there 
been the district system with two great parties nearly evenly 
balanced, it might well have paid to expend large sums of 
money to secure the control of the legislature. 

Ii^a previous chapter I have spok^ (rf the hr^esmess 
of certain small parties that exist from year to year, but 
Mcomplirii little. Under a proportional systm of repre- 
sentationj^ such parries cc^d presu|p[raray get^heir vdees 
Jhieard wi rito jOm # t^e l^[%t<]^^ In riiat way the 
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voters of those, parties might at any rate be satisfied that 
they were getting hearing, and presumably much more 
quickly than now they would rither succeed in convincing 
or becoming one of the great parties, or the futility of their 
efforts would become so clear that they would abandon 
thrir position. It is extremely desirable for the voters to 
feel that justice at any rate is done them. 

These advantages of a. proportional system are usually 
mentioned, but the practical politicians find also many 
disadvantages. The usu^ objection made by politicians 
is that the system is too complicated, — must be too com- 
plicated. Often they will say, of course, the system would 
be more nearly just than our present one, but we must 
have a system that the voters understand, and this they 
could not understand. 

It is hardly worth while to discuss here the details of 
any system of proportional representation. It is perhaps 
sufiScient to say that any one studying the question finds 
how little complicated some of the systems are, practically 
no more so than ours. If the inhabitants of a country 
like Switzerland or Belgium or Tasmania have had these 
systems in effect several years successfully, and they {j^ 
foimd not to be too complicated for the citizens of those 
coimtries, surely we may believe that the average American 
voter will have intelligence enough to use them. At any 
rate the complications," if there are any, are mostly in the 
counting rather than in the voting. 

Again, if each group of people large enou^ ^ 

quota of votes so as to secure one. representative <^d 
make an independent party, one mi^t well expect in a state 
like New^ork ^^t or ten different parties, several of them 
haying o^y a very few repr^ntatives. As has often been 



88 


THE PEINCIPLES OP POLITICS 


said, each group of cranks would have its representative 
m the legislature. “ It is bad enough now, when we get 
just a preacher to deal with,” representatives have said. 
“What would we do if aU kinds of cranks were to make 
their appearance?” There is really much force in this 
objection. It is desirable that members of the legislature 
be practical men as weU as honest men. But, on the other 
hand, if any group of people is numerous enou^ so that 
its proportionate share of the votes would give it even one 
representative in the legislature, the probability is that 
that group’s special fad, whatever it may be, is worth dis- 
cussion. You never quite know whether a man is a crank 
or a genius until after his idea has beeq tested. Nearly all 
of the most noteworthy reform movements in history have 
been started by individuals or by a small group of men who 
at first have been looked upon as cranks, as extremists. In 
the special cases where their principle has turned out to be 
for the interest of the community at large, this small group 
of inen have been merely wise men who had somewhat more 
foresight than their fellows. They had the opportunity to 
discuss their principle; that principle was gradually ac- 
cepted by one after another until it became the dominat- 
ing principle of the state. Doubtless in nine cases out of 
ten, perhaps in ninety-rrine ca^ out of a hundred, when 
a small group of men starts a new idea, the chances are that 
it is not worth much, but you can never be quite sure that 
the t^rth case or the twentieth case or even the hundredth 
not be one which will ^ve to the country the most 
poli^tical idea of the generation. It is worth while, 
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may be benefited by them and sometimes they may re- 
form us. 

A more serious objection to the proportional system is 
that throu^ its 'encouragement of small parties it might at 
times occur that one small party would hold the balance of 
power between the large ones in such a way as to give to 
that party an undue advantage. If three or four men might 
have it in their power to compd action as between the two 
great parties, it might at times be a useful situation; more 
likely it would be troublesome. It might thus also offer 
an opportunity for bribeiy ; but we may note that public 
attention would be so centered on the few that it would be 
difficult for their acts to escape notice. 

The politicians fear frequently -that the proportional 
system would prevent oiir having a majority party, and that 
in consequence there wotild be no party that could be held 
responsible for legislation; that we should ‘have endless 
discussion and no bills passed. There is doubtless some 
force in the objection, but there is also much to be said 
on the other side. Many of our political thinkers believe 
that one of our greatest evils is over-legislation, laws passed 
too easily, too rapidly. If every legislature were so con- 
structed that each bill passed had to become a law as the 
result of a compromise between two or three parties, or 
periiaps of three parties out of five, we might have fewer 
laws ; the chances are that the laws that were passed would 
in many cases be better considered,' — perhaps, on the 
who% they would be more conservative, wiser m^ures 
than laws passed under circumstances like jihe prramit, 
wh|m a bill may be framed by a small group of men among 
the leai^ of a particular party, put in by the party 
caucus and ''jammed throui^.”" Thmre is no such thing 
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as “j amming ” legislation through if you do not have a 
majority party and if le^slation is to be the result of a 
compromise. 

But a system of proportional representation does doubtless, 
within considerable limits, encourage class representation. 
Each special class would be likely to wish its representative, 
and this might foster class antagonism, a serious evil in a 
republic. But, on the other hand, these classes exist; they 
do have real antagonisms. Might it not perhaps be true that 
if the classes were openly recognized and their representa- 
tives had the opportunity of thrashing out their ideas in 
public on the floor of Congress or of the state legislatures, 
less bitterness would be developed and fewer evils would 
result than now when the small parties are compelled to 
rdy upon the lobby and when their members smart under 
a sense of injustice? 

The proportional system perhaps intensifies somewhat 
the delegate idea of representation. That, beyond ques- 
tion, is unfortunate if true; but there, again, if the party is 
small, it may be that it would select its very ablest man to 
represent it, and then would be willing to give that man, a 
recognized leader, who has helped shape the party policy, 
more discretion than is usually granted to the ordinary 
representative. 

Many ideas can . be brought forward in favor of or in 
opposition to such a system of representation. Many argu- 
ments can be made in favor of changes in other methods 
of representation. One thing should not be forgotten. 
There will not be any one syst^ adapted to all countries. 
Each political* institution must be ac^pted to the haluts 
of thinking and the methods of action in politic^ matters 
Of the country un^ discustion# new proporatian 
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would probably not be wise when first proposed. It 
takes time for the people to become permeated with a new 
idea. Any new proposal, therefore, should be thorou^ly 
discussed; then, if possible, adapted more or less piecemeal, 
so that each part may be tested and suited to the needs of 
the country. And what is true regarding other forms of 
political institutions is likewise true with reference to a 
repi^entative system. The presumption is that the sys- 
tem in existence is fairly well suited to the needs of the 
people. Any improvement that comes must probably come 
slowly. 
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LEGISLATION 

In primitive states custom has the force of law. The 
chiefs of the tribes were the heads of the primitive states, 
acting both as members of the executive body or as chief 
executive and as legislators ; they enforced the customs as 
though they were laws. Ordinarily they spoke of the 
customs as commands of the gods or as laws handed down 
from time immemorial, and in consequence as laws which 
must be 'enforced. Many instances are to be found of 
customs enforced with penalties more severe and rigid than 
those imposed for crimes in a higher stage of civilization. 
The custom of taboo in the islands of Oceanica in the 
earlier days were so rigid that if a priest declared an article 
taboo, no one could touch it under the death penalty. 
They simply made a religious observance out'ftf that 
custom. Likewise the custom of the vendetta, and that 
of the ordeal to determine whether a person was crimi- 
nal or not, had come down from time immemorial. 
Doubtless in the first instance it was thought that thd gods 
woul^ decide what was right and wrong. It was but 
another step to the ordeal to determine a person gufity 
o^ not guilty, wheth^ the ordeal was^to cross a stream of 
water without drownii^, to hold hot coals in the hand, to 
walk on live coals, or what not. The ordeal by combat 
amounted also to quite the same thing. In /‘Ivanhpe,*' 
for enunji^e, the khi^ .tens{)(lar fell "iSdfotie tito 
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mere touch of the tottering Ivanhoe’s lance, the victory 
was clearly looked upon as the judgment of God. 

But, although we speak of customs in the earlier days 
having the force of laws, we ought not to imagine that the 
situation at the present time is materially different except 
in form. Most of our statutes that are really fundamental 
in nature and that deal primarily with the social institutions 
which touch our lives most clos^y , are simply the formulation 
into a definite law of an old-time custom. For example, 
the marriage laws of most countries are simply old-time 
customs definitely formulated, but the customs go far 
beyond the mere letter of the law and include the marriage 
ceremony as well. Most brides probably do not think of 
the ring that is put on their finger as a symbol of the sub- 
ordination of the bride to her husband, but tha^ of course 
is the case. 

Frequently, too, these customs live when the reasons 
for them are entirely forgotten. With the habits of 
thought and life tending continyally toward change, (Hir 
laws thus frequently become out of place. But in most 
minor i|uitters probably the essential thing is that we 
all agree upon the law rather than that the law itself be 
fixed in any determined way. For example, the custom 
of the road in ihe United States is to turn to the ligjht when 
meeting another team or vehicle, and in most of our states 
that has been made a law. In Ol%at Britain and ds&< 
where on the Continent of Europe the custom has blen tp 
turn to the Ht, and in consequence that is the law. Pie- 
sumaUly that custom arose from the belief that it is better 
to turn to, the left than to the right because the driver can 
guard his wheels better if he is seated on the nde neared 
the apprdhi^itog vehicle, and for some reason, unkno«rQ to 
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me, the driver usually sits on the off, the ri^t-hand side. 
But in some way the custom started in th^ United States 
of turning to the right, and we have kept to the right until 
the law has compelled it. We can see what a gain comes 
from our all following the same custom. 

On the other hand, we sometimes find that public senti- 
ment has crystallized against some existing custom that 
ou^t to be changed, and t’&en in many instances a law is 
passed to change the custom. Probably the most striking 
illustration of this principle of late years in the United 
States is found in the movement toward ballot reform. 
There had been so much corruption under the old system 
of voting that the public became thoroughly convinced that 
reform must come, and the various legislators set to work 
to devise the means. When one reasonably good plan had 
been found, that was rapidly adopted by the states one 
after the other, until within a period of a very few years 
the customs of elections have been changed radically by 
the new laws. But it should be kept in mind that the new 
law was brought into existence simply because ;there had 
been a gradual change in public opinion, the will bf the 
people determinirrg that they would stop vote> buying. 
Generally speaking, however, the laws are the outgrowth of 
custom rather than the creators of custom. We need not 
expect that our legislation to-day much more than* that 
of early days can go far beyond the ordinary wishes of the 
people, thou^ it may go beyond the wMie^ of compara- 
tivdy large numbers. 

On matters of slight consequence, we can hardly say 
the people have any very definite o^mon. Unless thw 
attention has been attracted, they take no interest in the 
maldng of ;the la>w. In matic^ of futM^mental iihpprtance^ 
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however, when the people are excited and are inclined to 
question, the lawmakers cannot venture to go far beyond 
what the people have determined is wise. The reputation 
of being radical is not a good one for a member of the 
legislature. In consequence, he is ordinarily careful not 
to go beyond the wishes of the people as thqr are usually 
expressed. « 

Again, if the people become very much aroused on any 
question and are likely to urge some extreme action, the 
legislators are likely to follow, not to lead. We see that 
this practically must be the case. The members of legis- 
latures are not willing to take the risk of sajdng to their 
people that it is good policy for the state as a whole to 
abandon its views and to follow the- advice of legislators. 
They are much more likely to promise that they will abide 
by the dictates of public opinion. Moreover, this is, gen- 
erally speaking, wise, aside from the question of reelection. 
It is not a good thing for the state to have a new law put 
upon the statute books that will not be well enforced. 
Such non-enforcement tends to inculcate disrespect for the 
law, ah extremely evil thing, though often found in many 
of our states. 

Take as an illustration the common and striking one of 
the prohibition of Ihe liquor traffic in communities where 
the p^ple, speaking generally, are opQOsed to it. We need 
not here express any opinion as to the wisdom of the policy 
of prohibitiom There can be no doubt that, with a large 
majori^ of the population favoring such a law, it can be 
reasonably enforced and the liquor traffic regulated. On 
the other hand, in communities with opinions stron^y 
fixed agu^ the law, it cannot be enforced. I recall wdl 
a viit pai4 some years ago to the^oity of Topdsa with the 
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prohibition law in force in that city. In the best hotel in 
the place it was well understood that any guest might obtain 
intoxicating liquors for consumption if he would order 
them sent to his room. Whether the principle be right or 
wrong, with the sentiment of the people opposed a law will 
not be well enforced. 

Most legislatures are wise in that they will not make 
too radical changes in the law. The people ordinarily 
are slow in making changes, and it is wise to act slowly. 
It may well be best to make a careful investigation first i 
before assuming that a custom found obnoxious to many 
is really bad enough to demand a change. 

Many of our reformers become impatient, when a mem- 
ber of the legislature hesitates and says: “We can’t do 
that now; the people won’t stand for it) we must take 
one step at a time; in half-a-dozen years perhaps w^ 
can get the measure through.’’ We are. likely to feel 
that he is not sincere, but is simply seekk^ a way to delay 
legislation and hinder us and block what we w^t, hnd 
that he is too cowardly to tell the people what they ought 
to have. In some instances, this is perhaps true, but, gen- 
erally speaking, when members of the legislature say, “You 
had better take part of that measure and wait for the rest 
until the people have grown up to it,” they are really 
speaking wisely. They know wW the people will stand, 
and if we attempt to act too rapidly, the i^ple wiUitee 
to it that the laws are not properly enforced. » 

The question of the restriction of child labor will sorve 
as a go^ illustration of the principle. In . the norllrem 
states generally, ilie conditioDS are such that didd 
labor lasfs advocated are rig|it ^d wise!. V^t is not 
Aet^ssaiy in mo^ nSe^thsii studies to wait 
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until ai^ investigation can be made regarding the con- 
ditions of child labor. We may properly go ahead and 
enact the laws that have been proposed, and be rea- 
sonably sure that they are wise and right. On the other 
hand, in certain sections of our country, especially in the 
South, a great deal of child labor has been found in some 
of' the manufeujturing establishments. In these localities 
the social conditions are such that the manufacturers say 
sincerely that they believe it better for the children to 
iwork part time in the factories rather than be allowed to 
run the streets; and since there is no system of compul- 
sory education, if they were not in the factories, they 
would be on the streets. "As soon as we can get a system 
of compulsory education,” they say; "we shall be ready 
to adopt the -stmidard found in most northern states.” 
With this difference of opinion in the country at large. 
Congress doubtless took a wise position in declaring that 
it would first investigate and learn the conditions within 
the ' diff<!rent states before it adopted radical l^islation 
of any kind. It is doubtless wise in legislative mattess 
to go slowly, learn as best you can the conditions, see to 
it that when $he conditions are made known public senti- 
ment has so crystallized th|>t the laws can be enforced, 
then pass the proper laws. 

Compronuse on the part of the law-making body is often 
this oidy policy in the interest of the public. It is 
impoitant to see clearly the general line of the policy to 
be Wopted, then to choose the time and place and means 
BO as to go ahead as rapidly as possible in the right direc- 
tiisn^. bat not so rapidly t^t more ham will come from 
ouir efforts ,than good. Many good people who are very 
ei^ ^ve sSciiety improve, take the positkm that 



98 THE PRINCIPLES OF POLITICS 

compromise on many que^ions is sin; that yoa must not 
compromise with sin; that anything but absolute pro- 
hibition of the evil is wrong. For example, if the ques- 
tion should come up, of licensing gambling-houses, they 
would say, “You must not do that; that is a recognition 
by the state of sin, and any such recognition is in itself 
sinning.” This is not the place to discuss in detail the 
question for or against the licensing of gambling-houses, 
but we should determine what the right principle is. 
What is our purpose with reference to gambling ? Is it 
not to suppress it as rapidly as we can? Now if we should 
find that in any community we could presumably check 
gambling better by recognizing the evil, imposing a 
high restrictive tax, putting the gambling establishments 
absolutely under the control of the public authorities, 
and seeing that they follow up and check the evil 
rigidly under the law, would not that in all probability 
accomplish more for the good of the community than 
simply to forbid gambling, refuse to recognize it under 
the law, and with public opinion against us practically 
open the doors to any establishment that any one cares to 
set up ? In bur attempts to improve society we should 
always keep clearly in mind the end, and wij;h our eyes 
wide open use means that will accomplish tluit end and 
not those that, tmder the circumstances, will be useless. 

Another illustration. Many people believe in &ee 
trade. It would be poor policy for such people to refosei 
to make any compromise on the |ariff rather t W to accept 
anything short of absolute free'trade. In all of our efforts 
to improve society we may very i>roperly employ comjp^ 
mise on meth^ cl securing o|ir end^^eyen thq;^ wealsQiuld 
;be uawpng tq fll^ptoH^ i 
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point of view of the good of tljjp state we must recognize 
that it is sometimes unwise to attack too directly prevailing 
human vices. The attack must often be made indirectly. 

Most of us will remember the delightful account that 
Benjamin Franklin gives in his “Autobiography” of his 
attempt to acquire perfect virtue. You will recall that he 
wrote down in a systematic way a catalogue of the leading 
virtues. Then he divided them up and decided that 
one week he would practise absolutely one of the virtues, 
paying, relatively speaking, little attention to the others ; 
the next he would practise absolutely a second; the week 
following, a third; and so on through the list. Then he 
would begin again and follow the same plan through. He 
thought that by absolutely living ope virtue a week at a 
time and then maintaining each one as much as possible 
the rest of the time, and during the same period stopping 
the correspodding vice, he would be able in the long run to 
acquire almost perfect virtue. We should all agree, I 
suppose, that before the end of his days, Franklin had 
overcome a good many of his vices and had succeeded in 
establishing a good many virtues. 

I am not entirely sure of the soundness of Franklin’s 
principle as regards our personal vices, but I am sure that 
it is not wise to attack by legislation too directly all pre- 
vailing human vices at once. We should consider them 
separately, note the conditions, and work out for each the 
best remedy practicable under the prevailing conditions. 
The chief aim, of course, in all restrictive legislation of this 
nature is to help men get control of themselves. There is no 
reformation of any man possible short of his own self-con- 
trol. , legislation we can: sometimes help a man to get 
control flSP Himsdf by removing i;emptations from him; 
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but when we remove temptations, let us see to it that 
we do not put worse temptations in his way, as we some- 
times do. 

There are many differences of opinion regarding the 
question of the canteen in the army, and this furnishes 
perhaps as good an illustration of the principle mentioned 
as is possible. A very large majority of the officers in our 
army are inclined to think that the canteen is a good rather 
than an evil. Our private soldiers, it will be remembered, 
brave and excellent as they are, are ordinarily young men 
of no great experience in life, often men who have not 
succeeded well in their life-work, and men not too rigid in 
their views of morality. Usually they have been more 
or less accustomed to smoking, to drinking beer or stronger 
liquors, and often to perhaps even more injurious things 
than these could be. The officers feel that if they can 
have a room under the general supervision of the army 
post, where the private soldier can get tobacco, cigars, 
and beer, but no stronger liquor, and in which he can play 
games, but not gamble, he will be furnished a reasonable 
amount of, relatively speaking, iimoccnt recreation, which 
will keep him away from much more serious temptations. 

I have had cases given me of young men ruined by the 
drink habit “learned at the canteen.” Without the can- 
teen other opportunities are at hand under worse sur- 
roundings, and the habit would probably have been 
acquired at any rate, together with worse ones. Many 
people who arc opposed to the canteen at the anny posts 
say that the army officers arc prejudiced; that most of 
them drink themselves. I have taJked with many army 
officers and have had an opportunity of seeing some of the 
life at army posts. So far as I knbw, many cf the army 
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officers with whom I am acquainted do drink an occasional 
glass of wine; I know of none who drink to excess. One 
experienced army officer, who had served for a considerable 
time in the Philippines, in speaking' qf this question, said: 
"The people who advocate the abolition of the canteen 
do not know what they are talking about. They think 
that I and other people in my position are prejudiced. 
It may be that we are, but they surely have no more in- 
formation on this subject than I have. Moreover, they 
cannot have the same interest in the question. For many 
years my reputation, the success of the command under 
me, often my life, have depended upon my keeping my men 
sober and efficient for their work. Now I know from 
experience that if I cannot have at the post a canteen, 
where the men under my service will have some of the 
enjoyments to- which they were accustomed before they 
enlisted, they will simply go outside the army post into 
much worse places and in much worse company, where 
they will indulge in habits that are far more injurious than 
taking a glass of beer. They will make themselves much 
less efficient for their work as soldiers than if they stayed 
in the army pqst and used the canteen under supervision. 
I think that people ought to realize that we, whose reputa- 
tions, often whose lives, are at stake in getting the best 
results from our soldiers, are the ones who can best judge 
such a question.” May we not kqep then this principle 
ci legislation wdl in mind, that if we wish to keep our 
soldiers, sober, to hold them efficient for their work as 
soldids, we should be ready to take the method to accom- 
plish that result that, on the whole, is most likely to 
reatffi it. , 

q}eaking, in most 'affairs of life, we are 
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willing to take the testimony of experts. Frequently 
those experts have their personal opinions also that influ- 
ence their judgment; but they surely are entitled to a 
more careful hearing than those people who have not 
been trained. It may perhaps be that in this instance, 
as in many others which might be equally well taken as 
illustrations, it is unwise to attack the vice too directly 
by absolute prohibition which under the circumstances 
cannot be enforced. 

We need in our country also to consider whether legisla- 
tion is national, state, or local in scope, and to act accord- 
ingly. If legislation touches the individual directly in 
practically every locality, it is probable that a local option 
law will work to the best advantage, each locality deciding 
for itself the form of law suited to its conditions. So 
much depends upon public sentiment in any community 
that it is practically impossible to secure the enforcement 
of the law unless public sentiment is back of it. 

On the other hand, if the question is one which touches 
the country as a whole, such, for example, as that of the 
railroads or of great industrial corporations engaged in 
business which covers the United States or even possibly 
foreign countries, no one state is in a position to controL 
Clearly, under those circumstances, federal legislation is 
desirable. 

Legislative detail in very many instances may be left 
to voluntary associations, the state or federal law laying 
down simply general principles. We have ordinarily a 
general corporation law and each corporation is given tl|« 
privil^e of making its own by-laws. Likewise we may 
make laws for the organizatiem df chsoitable assodations 
’mr tlmse which direct hi general terfBa the podr, - 
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the unfortunate, the insane; and yet we may ^ve the 
power of visitation and complaint and possibly even at 
times the power of direction to voluntary associations. 

Frequently the effect is much better if the laws are general 
in terms and if considerable discretion is left to the 
executive or to some other competent authority to draft 
specific rules for putting the laws into effect. For in- 
stance, a general law might be paj^ed to apply to every 
county of a great state whenever an executive issues 
a decree declaring that it shall take effect in a specific 
county. This is not exactly the same as local option, 
the discretion being left to the executive. Along this line 
has been federal legislation giving to the President the power 
of making certain modifications in the laws for foreign 
states with which the government has made reciprocity 
treaties. Of a similar nature is a general road improve- 
ment law in the state of New York, providing that it shall 
take effect in each county, town, or locality at the will of 
local officials or after a decision made by some state official. 
The chief point to be kept in mind in all such matters is 
to suit the laws to the nature of the subject in such a way 
that public opinion will support the enforcement of the 
law. 

The questicnl is at tim^ asked whether no exception 
should be made, whether in a community of thieves, the 
laws forUdding theft should be repealed. In such a com- 
munity the laws probably would be repealed, or we should 
have co mmuni ty of goods, or else among themselves the 
tl^ves would rigidly enforce the law. The principle is 
certainly sound. 

. A chief dang^ in a demoeratic country like the United 
>*'^168 is *oYer-l^lation. Our legislators are naturally 
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ambitioua to make a record before their constituents. 
Many individuals, corporations, or localities desire certain 
special privileges which may appear to be in their own 
interest but which may well be opposed to the general 
interest. There seems to be difficulty in placing a suffi- 
cient check upon the efforts of interested parties. On the 
other hand, however, we need to keep in mind the danger 
of general regulations, which tend to check individual 
initiative. Possibly nowhere else in the world, with the 
exception of some of the British colonies, are the 
conditions so favorable for securing individual initiative, 
for encouraging independent thinking and action, as in 
the United States. Indeed this may be looked upon 
as one of the chief excellencies, if not even the chief ex- 
cellence of our political system. We need, therefore, to 
be extremely cautious about making laws which may 
restrict individual activity further than is necessary to 
protect the general public. State control of evil is good. 
We need to be cautious not to control so as to prevent the 
good or to take away the opportunities for the develop- 
ment of individual initiative. 

This raises indirectly the question of direct legislation 
by the people, — in other words, the referendum and the 
initiative, — an extremely important matter in connection 
with legislation. In Switzerland, both in the^ fedmd 
government and in the cantons, this method of lel^lation 
exists. It is within the power of the voters in most of the 
cantons whenever a bill has been passed by the cantonal 
legislature, to petition that the bill be submitted to the 
people for thdr approvd before it becomes a law. Some 
cantons go even so far as to require every general law to 
be submitted to i^e people b^otp i^hecomes e£%etive. 
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In some of the cantons, if the legislative body is slow in 
taking up a subject, the people may themselves take the 
initiative, petitioning the legislature to make the matter 
a subject of legislation, or even, if they prefer, requesting 
the legislature to consider a specific bill submitted. The 
legislature must then take up the subject or the bill, 
discuss it, and then refer it back to the people with their 
recommendations for final action and decision. We thus 
have the people, either directly or indirectly, legislating for 
themselves. 

The question is one of the gravest importance and by 
no means simple. In discussing the qualifications for 
suffrage, likewise in the consideration of the principles of 
representation, it has been intimated that many subjects 
are so complicated that the average voter cannot be exr 
pected to express an intelligent opinion regarding them. 
It was stud that it is difficult to see how the multiplication 
of ignorance can give wisdom, and that the statement often 
made by politicians who wish to secure votes, that all the 
people are wiser than part of the people is an imsoimd 
principle. 

In one sense, of course, the principle as stated is true. 
If every individual in the community is taken, naturally 
there will be found among them men of experience who 
have nui^e a special study of the questions to be answered, 
and by counting these and getting from them an opinion, a 
larger amount of information on any one subject can be 
secur^. than any one individual will possess. Ordinarily, 
however, that is not what is meant. The statement of the 
pDfi^cum usually means that the majority of the people, 
experts and ignorant, taken togeth^ as a voting mass, are 
more Hkely to have a sound judgment on any spedfip 
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question than a comparatively small body of men, even 
though they be experts. That principle is unsound. ^ 
mere accumulation of the opinions of uninformed people 
on a set question will not give enlightenment. That must 
come from people who have studied and thought the 
question through and who know how to handle it. 

On the other hand, it must be said that in very many 
instances the best law for any community is the law which 
the people want. Emphasis has been placed upon the 
desirability of having public opinion back iof any law. 
If, therefore, there were two methods of accomplishing the 
same result, one with the great mass of the people back of 
it, the other, though possibly under many circumstances 
theoretically better but without the support of public 
opinion, every thoughtful student of politics would say that 
ihe method supported by public opinion should be chosen. 
We neeS, then, to emphasize both sides of this question. 
The best form of law is that in accordance with the opinion 
of experts and which has the support of public opinion^ 

Direct legislation has one decided advantage. It is 
educative in its tendency. Through the extended discus- 
sion any subject by the people, they will secure great 
benefit, even though they do not get the best answers. If 
the question happens to be a complicated one, there will be 
many opinions, but even the attempt to think it through is 
helpful. For example, in the federal campaigns of 1896 and 
1900, although a very great majority of the voters and very 
many of the public speakers were not competent to express 
sound opinions on the money question, the discussion 
nevertheless proved educative to a very high degree, even 
though the question, as has been seen, must have its ulti- 
mate settlement, if at all, through, a eareful^sti^ by. 
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experts and the following of their opinions by our legislar 
tive bodies. 

Moreover, it should be borne in mind that the people 
soon tire of the discussion of complicated questions. The 
experience of Switzerland shows that if not more than two 
or three questions are submitted to the people each year, 
they will study the questions fairly well and come out in 
considerable numbers to east their votes. If they have 
several questions submitted, they will relatively soon tire, 
so that often not more than 25 per cent of the voters 
cast their ballots on some of the questions submitted, much 
depending, too, upon the subject. Under those circum- 
stances, the educative advantage suggested is largely lost. 

There can be no doubt that the referendum has a strong 
influence in checking corruption. The people will almost^ 
invariably defeat any bill that it is thought has^corrupt 
influence back of it. In Switzerland, when the question 
of the purchase of railways by the federal government Was 
under discussion, a rumor, presumably baseless, was cir- 
culated that high officials were personally interested in 
the purchase. Even though after careful investigation it 
seemed clear that the charge was unfounded, the matter 
was nevertheless taken up by the people by petition and 
then the purchase voted down by an overwhelming majority 
and the whole question was delayed for several years. 
It will doubtless generally be found that the people have 
the interest of the state at heart. They want the right 
thing, and the system of the referendum is almost certain 
to ch^k corruption. 

But if we are to submit to the people complicated ques- 
tions, su^as the tariff, banking reform, monetary reform, 
etc^/M iammVe them to vote intelligently. It is 
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veiy much more difficult to understand such a question 
than to select an attorney or an advocate or a representa- 
tive to act for you. The representative method, under 
such circumstances, will probably secure the best laws. 

The referendum, moreover, experience has shown, is 
subject to another abuse. If, for example, on a petition 
of 5 or 10 per cent of the voters, any question may be sub- 
mitted to the people, we shall find a small party of extre- 
mists who may perhaps control the percentage of voters 
necessary to sign the petition, starting propaganda with no 
hope of getting their measure passed. They may, how- 
ever, thus have the question discussed by the le^slatme 
and voted upon by the people at the public expense. This 
has been done repeatedly in Switzerland with practically 
no hope of any immediate success, but with the expectation 
merely of making propaganda for a small party at the 
public expense. 

It seeiqs clear that' a general referendum that will sub- 
mit all bills tp the people would not be wise in most coun- 
tries, — certainly not in so large a country as the United 
States. On the other hand, in practically all democratic 
govemmenta, little harm could come from an optional 
referendum under which the people have a right to insist 
that the bill passed by the l^slature be referred to them 
before it goes into effect, provided a considerable^ percent- 
age, say 15 per cent or 20 per cent of the voters, petition 
for its submission. We might then be sure that a con- 
siderable proportion of the people were back of any suc^ 
petition and that the public Interest was really Bei|ou8ly 
aroused before the signatip^ for so extensive a peititicm 
could be, secured! Und^ those circumstances, ^we rihbuid 
probaUy get mc^ gocH^ thim ham^&om l^e measure. 
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The fundamental principles of legislation may perhaps 
be summed up about as follows: The laws we make, the 
methods of legislation employed, must be for the purpose 
of improving society, must avoid extravagance, and must be 
adapted to the people and to the conditions and the time 
under consideration; otherwise they are likely to be both 
unwise and unjust. 



VII 

ADiamSTBATION 

With so independent personalities as the present chief 
executives of the city of New York, the state of New York^ 
and the United States (1908), one needs to be extremely 
cautious in speaking of the work of the chief executive. 
Although he may have in mind any chief executive, he is 
likely to be interpreted as praising or attacking one of the 
men now in office. You are probably familiar with Philip 
Gilbert Hamerton’s discussion of the qualities of women 
in his book on Intellectual Life, and you will recall that in 
his judgment, if in conversation with a woman you speak 
of any characteristic of women in general, she is almost 
certain to take your remark as a personal matter. The 
newspaper writers in New York seem to have the same 
habit as regards any remark made of the executive. What> 
ever, therefore, may be said in this chapter, will have no 
reference whatever to any individual unless his name is 
mentioned. 

The chief executive in all communities has, dhd must 
have, a most direct and positive influence upon public 
opinion by virtue of his position, far more influence than 
a member of the legislature, or one of the judicial body. 
The cUef executive stands as the head of the army and of 
the navy. When he travels he usually goes in state, 
accompanied by a suite of followers. Parl^cularly in 
Europe and in Oriental countries the executive consciously 

no 
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makes an effoili to capture the public imagination, both by 
the expensiveness of his modes of living and travel and by 
the court etiquette. Until within late years in most coim- 
tries, and even now in many countries less advanced in 
civilization than are most of the countries of Europe and 
the United States, the belief in the divine right of kin ga 
or of the chief executives still exists. The ruler often stands 
not merely as the chosen representative of the country, 
|iut also as a representative of Deity, — he is the enforcer 
of the will of the gods, — so that when he speaks his words 
carry far more weight than do those of any other man in 
the community. 

Furthermore, he stands alone, — one personality rep- 
resenting the whole community. - In dealing with the 
legislature or with groups of citizens at home, and espe- 
cially in his contact with foreign countries, he stands 
as one for the nation, because the state must act as a 
unit and under those circumstances he is the onlj, pdssible 
representative. In this way his position is such that he 
will certainly capture the public imagination far more than 
can any legislator or any ordinary official who stands 
merely as one of hundreds. 

This position gives not merely political but social 
influence as well and this accounts also for much in the way 
of the exercise of power. In om* afternoon gatherings at 
the present time large numbers of men will be seen wearing 
I^ce Albert coats. That simply means that Prince Albert 
set the fashion several decades ago. Napoleon the Third 
set the fashion in mustaches ^widely copied in his own 
country. In Germany one has but to note the appearance 
of ihe young men of military proclivities or of social am- 
bition. in order to see how influential is the mtistaohe 
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of the Emperor of Germany. Even in the United States, 
’the wife of the President may send a handkerchief to a 
charity bazar with the certainty that it can be sold for 
many, many times its value as a handkerchief. These 
trivial things merely emphasize over and over again the 
fact that we are creatures of habit and that unthinkingly 
we follow fashion. This being the case, we can readily see 
that the chief executive in every coimtry will count for 
far more than any other man so far as mere opinions are 
concerned. 

Indirectly, however, this social inSuence of the chief 
executive is reflected even upon all others closely associated 
with him, such as members of the Cabinet in the United 
States or members of the aristocracy in England and 
Germany. A member of the House of Commons, repre- 
senting a labor constituency in England, told me some 
years ago that the feeling of his constituents regarding 
nfembers of the aristocracy was often very embarrassing. 
It is a well-known fact that votes of the members of the 
Hotme of Commons in England are often thought to be 
indirectly influenced by invitations to dinner and other 
social attentions from members of the aristocracy. This in- 
fluence is likely to be greater over members from the coun- 
try districts and possibly over the impecunious members of 
the labor party. In consequence, knowing that even the 
suspicion of i^uence of t^t kind could not be treated 
h^t\y, h.e bad kept throughout tds entaie parUamentazy 
life, extending over many years, every in^tatiion, letter, and 
card received from any member of tile aristoiuwiy udth a 
record of what had been done with it; so that if tlm charge 
were ever made that he had negl|ot^ t^e interests ‘cf his 
constitamts pn^jaccqunt of l^ desire for sock! favtgs, he 
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would be in a position to show that the charge was un- 
founded. 

Within certain limits, of course, this personal prestige of 
the chief ruler is an excellent thing. A free country should 
be a country of law; and it is well that the man who puts 
the laws into effect should stand in the minds of the com- 
munity as a representative of the countiy as a whole, both 
at home and abroad, representing thus not merely his city, 
his state, or his nation aa one, but also the majesty and 
sacredness of law. 

This attitude of the people toward the chief executive 
will naturally vary under different circumstances. In 
times of crisis, especially in times of war, when the executive 
must act and act promptly, his powdr will normally increase 
at the expense of the legislature or of the judiciary. 
Probably we have never had any President of the United 
States less inclined to grasp after power than was Lincoln, 
but no other President has taken and used the power hs 
did he ; no other was ever so much of an autocrat as was 
Lincoln at the time of the Civil War. The exigencies of 
the time were such that we needed a prompt and firm 
executive. He took that power and justified himself for 
it in the minds of the people; they stood back of him. 

On the other hand, it is through the legislating that the 
executive must get his revalues, the means by which he 
can accomplish the work put into his handsk Through this 
power of the puree in ordinary times of peece, the le^lar 
ture ulihely to get control of the ex»mtive. Through this 
means the Ekiglish House of Commons gradually, through 
the course of omituries, his strength^ed its hold over 
the exeou^ve until finally, by virtue of its power 
Itfacth!a%*to nominate and to elect the Prime Ministar, 
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it has placed the executive in absolute stdbordination. 
In ordinary times in the United States we may note 
that our House of Representatives and our Senate are 
often seeking to extend their authority. By virtue 
of their function of confirming appointments to office or 
treaties, the Senate has often taken to itself not a little of 
the work of the President. In all countries we must expect 
a continual struggle between the executive and legislative 
bodies. Circumstances at different times will determine 
which has the advantage in the contest. 

In every position in all countries much depends upon the 
personality of the people concerned. This fact of per- 
sonality, as compared with mere governmental function, 
can never be overlooked. The relations of Congress and 
the executive depend largely upon whether we have a 
Jackson, a Cleveland, or a Roosevelt for President, or a 
Monroe, a Van Buren, a Johnson. In Great Britain the 
personality of the Prime Minister counts for far more than 
that of a member of the judicial . body or of any mere 
member of the House of Commons. And as between 
executives, a Gladstone or a Disraeli will exert an influence 
far beyond that of any ordinary Prime Minister. 

With these facts in mind the executive of course should 
be scrupulous and endeavor not to encroach upon the power 
of the legislature or to attempt to purchase or to coerce 
the le^lature by appointments or threats of oppositiemas 
pr^idents and governors have done at times and doubtleas 
are often tempted to do. Nevertheless, the executive <»n- 
not avoid his responsibility in connection with legislation. 

In the United States he is unisr obligaticms, tfarou^ his 
messages, to recommend laws and do all that^may pro|>» 
erly and le^timftt^ be (lone to promote 
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that he believes to be in the interest of the community. 
An executive who is able and who has caught the popu- 
lar imagination, may often through his power of rec- 
ommendation determine legislation, because the people 
through their contact with their representatives will prac- 
tically compel action in accordance with his advice. 

On the other hand, in his recommendations to the 
legislature, the executive is likely, within certain limits, to 
seek for inducnce through the advocacy of popular measures. 
If the President wishes a reelection, or even if a reelection 
is not in mind, it is natural that he should wish to please 
the people either by advocating legislation which they wish 
or by vetoing unpopular measures. Our Presidents and 
other executives are human like the rest of us, subject 
to the same temptations, and we must expect that they will 
often unconsciously yield to this desire. But there is a 
reason for such action beyond the desire for popularity. 
Wg have already noted that it is a positive injury to the 
state to have laws on our statute books that do not have the 
support of the people, because under those circumstances 
they cannot be well enforced. It is sometimes a sufficient 
reason for a law, or at any rate for a special form of law, 
that the people desire it and will support it. The executive, 
therefore, ought, in his recommendations, to keep the 
popular will in mind. 

Aside from that the question is often asked whether our 
executives, generally speaking, ought to enforce an un- 
popular law or only those laws that they think the people 
approve. We know that as tiihe goes on laws that perhaps 
were desirable at the time they were passed become prac- 
ticidly obsolete. The occasion for their enforcement has 
emw hy;*they are forgotten. Other laws, pag^ perhaps 
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in a flurry of popular excitement, being unwise, have be- 
come a mere dead letter. Under his oath of office the exec- 
utive swears to enforce the laws. Does this mean all laws, 
even those repealed by neglect ? It is difficult to lay down 
a general principle. Probably it would be sufficient to say 
that every new law put on -the statute book, every law 
clearly in the popular mind, the executive should''enforce, 
even if he believes it to be unwise, because in that way 
better than in any other he may secure its repeal, since there 
is no better method to enable the people to judge the effect 
of laws than to enforce them. Laws, however, not in the 
popular mind and apparently applying only to conditions 
of the past, might well be allowed to rest. 

Much has been said within the last two or three years of 
the so-called Sherman Anti-Trust Act. The law was doubt- 
less passed in good faith, but as the result of the interpreta- 
tions put upon the law by the courts, many people have 
believed that it is now unwise. With the popular feeling, . 
however, concerning the law, it would seem to be wrong 
for the executive not to attempt to enforce it. Whatever 
hardships may result, the people and their representatives 
should decide when the time has come for its repeal. The 
educative influence on the people of learning from their own 
mistakes is something that cannot be gained in toy .pther 
way than by experience, and this should not be neglected. 
We all know the peculiar advantages of education by ex- 
perience upon ourselves as individuals. What other J^ple 
tell us we take on faith; we think that perhaps it is' good 
for us, but its direct educative influence on not 

half so much as the lessons learned through ^ 
takes. As it is with us as mdividuals, so Is It'Mtiii the 
country aa a whole. 



‘ ADHlNISTRilTION 


117 


Our l^islatures sometimes sin in their relations with the 
executive. Some years ago I was talking with a member 
of the Senate of New York regarding a bill then pending in 
the Assembly. I said, ‘'It seems to me that the bill is 
unwise but it appears likely to pass the Senate.” He 
replied: “Don’t be troubled about that; there is an 
understanding between the committee of the Senate and 
that of the Assembly that the bill, on account of the per- 
sonal int^ests of the constituents of some members of the 


Assembly, will be recommended by the committee and 
passed by the Assembly, but it will be killed in the Senate 
committee.” There is no doubt that in a similar way 
laws at times are passed by legislative bodies with the ex- 
pectation that the executive will either veto it and thus kill 
it, or that later it will hot be enforced. This is a serious 
matter, a policy as injurious as it is contemptible. If the 
executive neglects at times to enforce an unpopular law, 
.;even though it is in the mind of the people, how much worse, 
how much more contemptible it is for a legislative body.to 
force such a decision upon an executive, either because the 
members of the legislature are too cowardly to block the 
legislation when the responsibility is divided, or because 
tiiey wish to embarrass the executive, if he happens to belong 
to (^posite party or to be unpopular. , 

Aaihther source of power of the executive is found in the 
fact ^t in the enforcement of the laws he, of necessity, to a 


con^d^ble degree must interpret them, a fact that is often 
Any law that is at all complicated is certm 
ambiguous, and usually ^ere afe different 
be put into effect. The chief execur 
subordinate mcecutives, are compelled to 
rule fcfflhe guidance of c^c^in euldMiig 
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the laws so that they may know just how and where and 
when action must be taken. 

For example, Mr. Shaw, when Secretary of the Treasury, 
in his interpretation of the law authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to deposit public funds in the national 
banks, so interpreted it as compared with Secretary 
Fairchild and other predecessors, that it was practically 
the making of a new law, at any rate an important 
amendment to the old. In similar wa}^ careful and con- 
scientious secretaries have changed and modified the 
immigration laws and tariff laws, and invariably that 
must be the case. Furthermore, this principle goes in 
many ways beyond general interpretation of the law by the 
secretary as a mere individual. The secretary acts directly 
in determining the banks in which deposits should be placed 
and the securities that should be taken, but many laws 
cannot be so simply enforced. In many instances the 
secretary’s general attitude will affect the action of his 
subordinates. Naturally they wish to stand well with him. 
If the secretary says, or if he is thought to desire a liberal 
int^retation of the law, the law will be so interpreted. 
If a new secretary is appointed who says or who makes 
his desire clear that the law should be interpreted and 
enforced strictly, that will be done ; so that the clmnge 
in secretary often changes the spirit of enforcement of 
laws. Beyond doubt this influence has been often felt 
in connection with the enforcement of the immigration 
and tariff and tax laws. If a tariff act is passed by the 
Republican party and a Democratic executive comes 
;in, in making rules for the interpretation of the law, 
with perfect omusden^usness. he may verjr decidedly 
cbaim;e its spiiiti; H he, Bjarit, subonr- 
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dinates will follow. I recall a conversation with one of 
the assistant secretaries of a great department at Wash- 
ington regarding a ruling which was then pending. The 
matter had been referred to a subordinate for an opin- 
ion. The subordinate had hesitated for weeks, making 
no ruling. When the assistant secretary reproached him 
for the delay, saying that he must have a decision im- 
mediately, the man replied: “Well, I was not quite sure 
how I ought to rule in this matter, because I know that 
the person who brought this question up is a friend of yours 
and I did not wish to hurt his feelings.” “Neither I nor 
the man who brought this matter up is a person of that 
type,” was the reply of the assistant secretary. “We 
want a ruling that is best for the department and the 
country and we won’t stand for anything else.” The 
spirit of the subordinate, nevertheless, was that he wished 
to please his superior oflScer, and that he was perfectly 
ready to rule whichever way the superior wished. This 
may be contemptible, but it is human. 

On the other hand, is it perhaps the duty of the sul> 
ordinate to say, if the law admits of two interpretations, 
“ It is my business to carry out the interpretation put upon 
it by my superior ” ? If the matter is then carried into the 
coum, a court decision will settle it. The cases, however, 
that come before the courts are extremely rare, and too 
much care cannot be taken in securing executives who 
will endeavor to put their personal predilections into the 
background in the interpretation of the laws as they exist. 
Few of our higher executives’ could probably be charged 
witli considering at all their personal interests. If thej^ are 
at all in thdr decisions, it is rather by 
Most frequently the <mly influmice that 


ootffiCiously waiped 
intocesta of fffiarty. 
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touches them is that of prejudice or bias from their 
training. 

We should emphasize the fact that the subordinate will 
follow the will of his chief and wherever that will> can be 


ascertained, he ought so to do. We would not for a mo- 
ment consider the propriety of a first lieutenant or a captain 
of the army venturing to modify the orders of his g^eral. 
While the case may seem less extreme in the civil service, 
the same general principle. holds. 

In many instances administrative governmental work is 
like that of a great corporation. The United States Treas- 
ury is perhaps the greatest bookkeeping and disbursing 
establishment in the world. The Post-Office Department 
is much like that of a great express company. The whole 
administrative service is similar. Although in the ease of 
most subordinates no question of the interpretation of the 
law comes up, it is still a matter of the gravest importance 
to select the right subordinates. Those who stand by the 
side of the chief executive, as, for example, the members 
of the Cabinet in the United States, become his advismi. 
They are expected to help determine his policies, deciding 
what is wise and what tmwise for theinterestsof the country. 
Persons in such positions should, of course, work harmo- 
niously as far as possible. They should not hesitate to mE- 
press their views ; but in carrying on their public work they 
should be a unit. It is therefore desirable for the President 
to select membm of his Calmiet, his chief advisers, from 
his own political party. Although he is the representative 
of the country as a whole, ho has bemi select^ in part^’as 


Ihe exponent of the polides of his party, li 
those affinals who determioB poh^d^ild 
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For Bomewhat different reasons, nevertheless for a suffi- 
cient reason, it is desirable that the members of the Cabinet 
in the United States that join with the chief executive 
in formulating polides, should represent, other things equal, 
different sections of the country, in order that the chief 
executive may be in touch with conditions and sentiments 
throughout the land. This principle of geographic repre- 
sentation may, of comrse, be carried altogether too far, so 
as to bring into an important position men who are not of 
first rank ; but other things equal, the principle is wise. 
Presidents perhaps lay undue emphasis upon the principle, 
especially in the appointment of subordinates who have 
merely clerical work to do; but for those who formulate 
policies, it is clearly a right principle. 

A somewhat similar question at times arises regarding 
the representation of different races in advisory positions. 
In some countries this principle is carried out. In the 
Straits Settlements, for example, in the Governor’s Council, 
there is a representative of the Chinese race, because 
he can understand and explain better than any one else 
what the Chinese, who are very important factors in that 
country, d^e. For similar reasons a represoitative 
Malay will be found there. It is, of course, desirable that 
the Resident of the United States should keep in toudi 
with public sentiment throughout the coimtry, but for 
other reasons that are far more than enough to counter- 
balance, it woutd^ probably not be desirable fcnr the 
President to att^pt to have the different races repre- 
in his Gabmet. Tl^e 'policy of this country is to 
apiteUilte (Afferent elements, to ignore so far as possibie 
ipterrets, and while not imglecting the^^ad^ 
[ikma to sidMidtnate 
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interests of every race and class to those of the people 
as a whole. 

In a sonjewhat more direct form we find the question 
raised of the representation in the Cabinet of certain in- , 
dustrial classes, such as the labor unions, or the capitalists, 
or the railroad men, in order that the President may keep 
closely in touch with these groups. It will readily be seen, 
however, that this is not necessary and that the principle 
would be a very dangerous one to establish. It is neces- 
sary, with reference to general public policies, such as are 
represented by his party, that the executive have harmony; 
but when he needs expert advice with reference to the rail- 
road question or the labor question or the money question, he 
can readily get information and suggestions from the repre- 
sentatives of any of those classes by inviting them to come to 
see him and present their case. Usually they are ready 
enough to present their claims, even without an invitation. 
The representation of different industrial classes in the 
Cabinet would not tend toward harmony, but rather toward 
conflict, and would produce an evil greater than would be 
the benefit to come from the added information. 

By far the largest percentage, however, of the pensons 
in our civil service are those who have to do routine cleric^ 
work. TSiey do not help formulate the policy of the gov- 
ernment; they must take the policy already formulated. 
They should be honest, diligent, faithful, efficient. These 
quahties in most countries with a large civil service, it is 
found, can best be determined by competitive examina^ 
tion. There are doubtless many weaknessi^ in the United 
States service which should be reformed. A competitive 
examination '(^ doubtless show i^owledge and traimog 

and expmenee lakly tfiorei ‘ hmveyer, 
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In very many instances the appointment should, if possible, 
be made to depend upon the personality, — qualities of 
sound judgment, of temperament, of discretion, of tact. 
Although some of these may be in part shown by an exami- 
nation, many of them cannot be thus determined. 

EiVen worse, perhaps, than this weakness of the civil 
service examination, is the restriction of the executive as to 
the number of people that he may choose from in making his 
appointments. Some time ago an appointing official, who, 
so far as I can judge, has never kept anything in mind except 
the good of his department, had to make perhaps seventy- 
five appointments. Examinations were given; something 
over a hundred people took them. He said: “I have to 
make seventy-five appointments. I have only a hundred 
people to choose from. Since the examinations were held 
people have come to me who I have no doubt could ^ve 
passed the examination, — people who are clearly better 
fitted for the positions than any one on the list. I am not 
able to appoint any one of them under our civil service 
system. The restriction is too great for the good of the 
service.” On the other hand, there is no doubt that he 
would say that, on the whole, he favors decidedly the com- 
petitive examination system, since without it he would 
be placed under such pressure for the appoin^ent of 
favorites of high executive officers, of congressmen, and of 
politicians, — a pressure that it would be very difficult 
for him to resist, — that more harm would be done tlum 
by the limitation of appom^ees under the competitive 
system. On the whole, then, in a country like ours, we 
may conclude that, although it has its weakness, 
i^stm o^competitive examinations is the best for the 
fillii% of more routine positions: Mueh, of ObuTse, 
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will depend upon the membership of the dvil service board 
that sets the examinations, because very much can be 
done by appropriate questions and by proper weighing 
of expmince, letters of recommendation, etc., as compared 
with mere knowledge. 

Under no circumstances should party service give stay 
one a claim to office beyond this, that in many instances a 
man who has been active in party management has shown 
thdeby ab^ty, power of leadership, judgment of men, 
and such qualities, so that to a certain extent his party 
service has been a test of his ability not easy to secure in 
any other way. 

In our discussion of governmental affurs we often fail to 
realize how much work must, in fact, be left to subordinates, 
and in consequence how careful we should be in their selec- 
tion. The necessity of trusting subordinates to a great 
d^ree is one of the weaknesses of any executive work, 
especially of government service, where it is more difficult 
to secure a personal check than in the case of a private 
business. Ti^e, for example, the case of the President of 
the United States. He receives hundreds, even thou8an(b 
of letters some days. It is utterly impossible that he can 
read or even know anything about s very laige p^'centage 
of them. Ihey must be read and sorted by his secretaries, 
and in most oases the premier action must be taken without 
consulting him. Likewise, he has hundreds of caUeis 
every day under such circumstances that he is competed 
to see most of ihem even though for only a few seoondb* 
Ttoe must tho^dfcoo be a sifting throu^ his subordiBastiBB 
of tile people who have access to him, as wril as asiftibg of 
tifh mafdtial tiiat oonma b^ore himiid^r 4^^ 
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another man five minutes, another man fifteen minutes, 
another perhaps several interviews of an hour or two each. 
Most of this sifting must be done by subordinates; the 
most important cases he will decide for himself. ‘ 

In most cases also the subordinate must read the letters, 
forecast the decision, prepare the reply, and present it to 
the chief for signature. In all routine matters, if the 
subordinates are faithful, this course of procedure is safe. 
Often, however, the chief has to hear a case an^ determine 
it in perhaps a minute or two. The whole case is presented, 
the important argument put before him in a letter written 
by his subordinate; he must make his decision. Under 
these circumstances, mistakes will of course be made. A 
case — I am glad to say in a foreign country — came to 
my attention a few months ago in which, contrary to the 
orders of his superior officer, a subordinate, who thought 
that he would not be caught, practically snubbed in the 
rudest way a representative of a foreign country simply 
because he happened to have a prejudice against that coun- 
try. His superior officer later heard of it; the subordinate 
lost his position. In any event the subordinate is more 
likely to be neglectful and to do the wrong thing than is 
his superior; nevertheless he must usually be trusted. If 
people knew how much had to be left to subordinates, 
they would often wonder at the real success of the govern- 
ment of any great country. 

Under the circumstancee, we see that every effort should 
be made to give the chief executive the opportunity to 
know what his subordinates 'are doing and how the ad* 
ministration is carried on. Every facility of inspection by 
trusted (^nfidential agents should be ^ven hipi. Ibe 
pubfie, every dtiaen of the country, noting fanurea or 
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carelesw^ of faults in liie adnuuistration of gc^em- 
ment,*<Wght to let the chiefv executive lm<^ 'Usually 
comgiai||:^t« are mii^aken, as theyido not the cir* 

cum^j^uices jqnder which the yrork is doRe;^but in many 
cases, ^0 many cases, the subordinates are ^t doing 
proper ii^rviCe. The chief executive sbould- always be 
ready to investigate complaints made by private citizens. 

The executive department, if it is to be efficient, needs 
centralization. Efficiency in any great business enterprise 
means action as a unit. In legislative matters decentrali- 
zation is better. There should be consultation with people 
of different points of view. There must be deliberation 
before reaching a judgment that often must be a com- 
promise and the work must be arranged accordingly; but 
in executive work we must have centralization. The 
liquor tax, for example, cannot be collected in different 
sections of the country at the will and wish of differmit 
classes of people. It must be collected everywhere in the 
same way. 

On ^e other hand, in local matters discretion should be 
left as far as possible to people in the locality. In such 
things the principle of home rule is sound. We sometimes 
speak of home rule in matters that affect the state as a 
whole. That is a mistake. The right principle is local 
option, decentralization in local matters, centralization in 
matters conc^ning the country as a whole. But even when 
the principle of decentralization is applied, it is still often 
desirable that there be central inspection and report, as in 
Great Britain tihe Bocal Qovetnment Board inspects local 
administrations, even auditing t|ieir accounts. There 
should ^ually be a central bureau securing on local 
inattei|f (^er -that, each loeslby may bei^^ by the 
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1 Ay 

exp^^«0of all. In veiy many liijLes of work m this country 
we it profitable to have even a federal bureau 

for ii^^ilifoin^ahd report along many lines ^.general in- 
terest." , 

^There has be® ipuch talk, and even the fedetal courts 
have d^ked» that have in the United States the prin- 
ciple of the separatiph of the powers of the exe®tive, the 
legislature, and the judiciary. It is perhaps well to hold 
each branch of government separately responsible for its 
own work so far as possible. Subordination of one to the 
other in this country is probably not desirable, but there 
can be no complete separation of the work of the executive 
from that of the legislature. They may be and ought to be 
largely coordinate. They must, moreover, work together, 
with coD^ant interchange of information and opinions, 
rendering each to the other every assistance possible. 
Otherwise we cannot have an efficient service. 

One question further in coimcction with effici®cy must 
be touched upon. How much in the way of service to the 
public should be left to private enterprise, how muc^ given 
over to public officials? In the government j^rvice, 
especially when appointm®ts are somewhat perman®t 
in their nature and a man feels that in his position he is 
fixed for years or for life, there is danger that the officials 
will become more or less neglectful of their work, or at any 
rate that they will not be so enterprisiii^ in seeking for n^ 
and better methods of work as are those in private ®ter -4 
prises who are not merely looking for promotion, but who 
feel that they are likely to Ic/se their positions under the 
pressure of competition if their work is not of the best. And 
still nothi^ could be ^orse than the constant sMftang of 
puldio ofi|i^, especially if this wece done 
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desire for partisan advantage. Generally speaking, ex- 
perience shows that the public work is likely to cost more 
than that performed by private persons or private corpora- 
tions for their own advantage. And yet this is by no means 
always the case. It is little likely to be the case jivhere the 
work itSelf is directly connected with the government. 
Doubtless in many instances we should extend the sphere 
of public activity, but in every case the burden of proof 
that a change will improve the system, should rest upon 
those who advocate the substitution for private enterprise 
of public management or control. 
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THE JUDICIABT 

The most important work of the cotirts in all countries 
probably is to declare the law, to tell what the law is. 
The importance of this taslc is perhaps especially great 
in the United States; even more than elsewhere, because 
here the courts have the prerogative of nuUifsdng the law 
by declaring it imconstitutional, while in most European 
countries the legislature is the final judge as to the validity 
of any act, the courts rendering a decision only on the ques- 
tion of interpretation, or possibly of regularity of procedure 
in its enactment. 

In all countries the comis have to render decisions imder 
the laws. This means interpretation, and in consequence 
very frequently, as time goes on, more or less modifica- 
tion of the laws. In all countries illustrations of judge- 
made law are iimumerable. When the Shennan Anti- 
Trust Act was under discussion in the Senate, it is reported 
that speakers before the committees and probably a very 
large numb^ of seimtors were of the opinion that, while 
the act about to be passed was intended to prevent all com- 
binations that should injuriously restrain trade, it was not 
the intention to forbid combinations in restridnt of trade, 
provided that the restraint was not injurious to the public. 
It was doubtless thou^t that in many instances a certain 
d^ree of .^traint of trade might prove benefidal. Fur- 
thermore, m the opinimi of many of the senaton, the act 
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was not intended to include railways, but merely the 
so-called industrial combinations. 

When, however, it became the duty of the Supreme 
Court of the United States to interpret the act, it was de- 
clared that it applied to combinations among railroads as 
well as to other combinations, and furthermore that it for- 
bade all contracts and combinations in restraint of trade, 
whether they were injurious to the public interests or not. 
The court took the position that in case Congress wished 
to have the act apply only to those combinations in unrea- 
sonable restraint of trade or those which were injurious 
to the country, it should have clearly expressed that opin- 
ion; that if Congress now wished a different interpretation 
of the law, it was within its province and its duty to amend 
the act. Furthermore, it is stated that during the debate 
in Congress on the subject, a question was asked of an in- 
fluential senator regarding the meaning of a certain clause. 
He said that could not be known until after the Supreme 
Court of the United States had made a decision on that 
point. Many people believe that our legislatures, whether 
state or federal, are careless regarding legislation, allowing 
bills to pa^ of which the meaning is ambiguous. This, 
however, was not the thought of the senator. He meant 
rather that, although he might be willing to say what he 
believed the act meant and what his thought was at the 
time that he voted, there could be no authoritative state- 
ment as to the meaning' of the clause in question until 
the Supreme Court had rendered a decision. And this 
is a sound opinion. Le^lators should, of course, be as 
careful as postibte to avoid ambiguity in drafting acts; 
but however careful they may be, they can nevOT be entirely 
sure regarding^ interaction- which the courts stay 
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place upon them, and even the courts, although they hold 
themselves more or less bound by precedents, may at any 
time modify previous decisions. 

These statements should not be understood as attacks 
upon the Supreme Court of the United States or of any 
court. We ought not to forget how extremely difficult it 
is for any man to make any statement that may not be 
misunderstood by people at other times if they approach 
the subject in question from a different point of view. 
But when a court expresses its opinion that declares posi- 
tively what the law is, the opinion is authoritative. 

The very great significance of this power of interpreta- 
tion must not be overlooked. Take, for example, the doc- 
trine of the implied powers, as it is called, in the federal 
Constitution, and note what that means. When the Con- 
stitution first went into effect, one of the great political 
parties of that day held that it should be interpreted 
strictly; the other, believing that the Constitution was 
drawn in general terms, favored a somewhat liberal inter- 
pretation. Had the Supreme Court in the early days been 
committed strongly to the first doctrine, our Constitution 
to-day would have been vastly different in its effect. Chief 
Justice Marshall, in the great case of McCulloch versus the 
State of Maryland et ai.,^ established the doctrine of implied 
powers and thereby changed the entire course of not merely 
the legal history, but also of the economic history of the 
United States. Can one question that if in that great case 
the Supreme Court had decided that the separate states 
had the power to tax a United States bank, the entire course 
of buriness history would have been chdibggd? 

The Dred Scott decisicoi was of perhaps vital importance 
* 4 Wlneaton 316. 
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in bringing on the War of the Rcbeiioi). If that decision 
had been couched in different terms, even though the same 
point had been upheld, it is quite possible that the activities 
of political parties would have so changed their direction 
that entirely different results would have been reached. 
1 The' tremendous import of this power of interpretation of 
i the Constitution can scarcely be exaggerated. 

Even if legislatures do their best, the laws will be 
ambiguous. But aside from the power of deciding ambi- 
guities, the legislatures frequently, by drafting their laws 
in general terms, expect that as time goes on and specific 
eases arise under differing conditions, the courts will be 
able better to apply that law than the legislature itself 
could do if it attempted to draft the act in specific terms 
suited to all times and places. It will be recalled that in 
referring previously to the work of the legislature, it was 
noted that in England and Germany laws were much more 
likely to be couched in general terms, leaving to the execu- 
live the power to determine within reasonable limits the 
specific times and places and manner of putting the law 
into effect. But even with this^liberty given to the execu- 
tives, disputes will still arise which must have an eventual 
settlement in the courts. Misunderstandings are inevitable. 
Some weeks {^o a friend of mine in referring to busmess 
troubles stated that in his judgment perhaps nine-tOnl^ 
of all lawsmts and probably an even greater proportiohof 
all personal quarrels camHi^dmply from misunderstandings. 
Neither party wishes ^ make trouble or intends to start a 
quarrel; they make riiemselves undrastood. If we 
did not have a ollhnd^tanding and a misint^FM^Con 
the latre, there wmdd be few quarrels, — {»aettaa% no 
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But even beyoni} these difficulties still others arise from 
the fact that as a society develops conditions change, 
and the old laws must be put into effect under new con- 
ditions not contemplated at the time that the laws were 
passed. The Interstate Commerce Law, as it stands at 
present interpreted in the decisions, must, of necessity, be 
entirely different from any thought that could have been 
in the minds of the framers of the Constitution in discussing 
interstate commerce. In that day the only commerce that 
they could have had in mind was that relatively unimpor- 
tant commerce coming across state boundaries either by 
river or along the coast, and perhaps some minor traffic 
brought across the boundary line on country roads. No 
such system of transportation as the present, with several 
lines of railways running from one side of the continent to 
the other, could have been contemplated ; but the exact 
effects of that inclusive clause giving to Congress the power 
to regulate commerce is such that no matter what new 
ptoblems come up, that one clause must still be interpreted 
imder new conditions by our Congress or by our courts. 

And when we get, as wc shall shortly, aerial navigation, we 
shall doubtless have cases arising where people starting in 
one state, going to another, passing over the heads of people 
in a third state, will need to know what sort of a claim or 
Pf ottetion the citizens of the middle state may have. This 
is entirely possible, and when such cases arise, our Supreme 
Court must tell what is the wisest' way, in the light of aerial 
navigation, to int^pret the clause drafted into the Con- 
stitution more than a century^ago. 

There will always be developm^t with the progress of 
civUuation. In consequence our courts must practically 
make newlaws in thw interpretation of the old laws under 
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the new conditions. The voice ot the legislature in any 
interpretation given to the Constitution is only tentative. 
When the court speaks, the final word is spoken. In con- 
sequence it will be seen that the court must ex^cise much 
discretion. It ought to keep in mind the general welfare 
of the people, and when the law may possibly be applied in 
several ways, the court must bear it in mind that when the 
law was passed the legislature wished the welfare of the 
citizens. They, therefore, should take the interpretation 
that will benefit the country most, unless such an inter- 
pretation would obviously be too strained. 

To secure the wisest interpretations under such circum- 
stances, it has often been suggested that our courts obtain in 
some way the benefit of lay advice. Our judges are prac- 
tically all highly trained lawyers, especially those in our 
highest courts. They know the decisions, th^ understand 
the precedents. But is it to be expected that, able as they 
are, their time having been devoted from early manhood 
to the study of legal precedents, they will understand 
thoroughly our economic conditions, our varied business 
interests, and in consequence the conditions on which are 
bafcd the business welfare of the country ? If any criti- 
cism can be made against om courte, it is that thero may be 
a lack, not of knowledge of law, not of clear-headedness, not 
of upright intention, but knowledge of busing Conditions 
or of social conditions to winch the laws must* be applied. 
In criminal cases we attempt supply to the courts the 
average common-sense judgment of the common people 
through our juries. In certain civil cases involving tech- 
nical knowledge, questions of fact are put into the hands of 
referees to make a repcj^ 4 sj^estion interesting and 
wdl worthy of conadc^tli^h hw been au^e, that our 
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i^urts would be greatly strengthened if a minority of the 
mmbers were men trained in the principles of business, 
perhaps men of wide business experience, who, while, rela- 
tively speaking, untrained in law, would sec best how the 
law should be applied to the business conditions of the day. 

It has been said that several of the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States made during the last 
ten years would quite probably have been decidedly 
different had there been in that court even one judge who 
thoroughly understood business conditions and the effects 
upon society of the decisions contemplated. It will be 
recalled that several of the most important decisions have 
been made by a vote of five to four. It is quite possible 
that had the court possessed more varied and accurate 
knowledge of business conditions, at least one or two votes 
might have been changed. 

Judge-made law is very frequently technical in its nature. 
It ought to be conservative, as it iisually is always some- 
what behind the times. If any radical laws are to go into 
effect, they should not be made by the court but rather 
by the legislature, because they will then come directly 
from the people connected with business and social Ren- 
ditions. ^ 

Judge-made law, applying to new conditions, must of 
course appear only after the new conditions have come. 
It must bb behind the times. The criticism sometimes 
heard that the court deciMons are reactionary and hark 
back to what is unreasonable and undesirable, jud^g 
from actual bu^ess and social conditions, is of necessity 
unjust. The decisions cannot precede the conditio|)s. 

What is the real mgnifioai^ of the act of a court declaring 
an act imooustitutional7f Boeif Itjnot mean that it is the 
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busmeas at times of our courts of appeal primarily to thwart 
the present will of the country as expr^ed through the 
legislatives or through a Congress that has compivatiyely 
lately been elected, in order to maintain in effect the more 
deliberate judgment of the country as expressed in its con- 
stitution? A change in the constitution is a deliberate 
act, purposely made difficult. The form of constitutional 
amendment is different in various states, but in all states 
the process must be deliberate and the amendment finally 
submitted to the people for confirmation. If the legisla- 
ture attempts to pass new laws and thus to bring new 
thoughts into effect in legislation, it is probable that it 
represents at the present time the real will of the people 
better than does a constitution made in years gone by; 
but on the most important questions the courts may well 
thwart this present will of the people in order that the 
matter may be thought over again and the people compelled 
to say after such deliberation whether they seriously mean 
to amend the constitution. It will be recalled that in the 
chapter on representation the sentence of Edmund Burke 
to the electors of Bristol was quoted in which he declared 
that he appealed from the opinion of his constituents of 
the day to their opinion as it must be five years thereafter. 
That is practically what a court does when it declares an 
act unconstitutional. It appeals froi^ the present opinion 
of the people as represented in the legislature to their 
more deliberate oj^on. jGoing back to their original 
thou^t in making the constitution, the court declares^that 
if they wish to change that opinion, it must be 
ddiberfte act of their own by a constitutional ameii|^act^ 
not by a legislative act. ^ ' 

But, Ihou^ |he< jBoia^:.!oft«a lifuse to pennil A* legist 
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lature to change a constitution except by deliberate act 
of amendment submitted to the people, the will of the 
people will ultimately be effective even . through the 
courts. I do not mean to say that the courts will truckle 
to popular opinion or be swayed too rapidly by popular 
opinion, but since the opinion is changing year by year, 
it will ultimately be found that the courts will reflect 
such change. We get our opinions on practically all local, 
political, and social questions from the circumstances 
in which we are living. As these change, our judgments 
change. In consequence with the changes in judges and 
with changing conditions, the opinions of the courts must 
vary. 

There have been charges at times of political notation 
of a desire on the part of leading politicians or statesmen 
to “pack” the Supreme Court of the United States. 
When we consider how many important decisions have 
been rendered by a majority of one, it will be seen how 
easy it would be for the executive, without appointing a 
bad judge or an insincere judge, to select a man whose 
inclinations would normally be such that, siding with the 
minority of four, he would change the interpretation of 
many of our most important laws. But, without any de- 
liberate attempt so to influ^ce the conclusions of the court, 
we must expect tha^ as time goes on many decisions will 
be reversed and oim Constitution thus gradually developed. 

This power of the courts of the United States of declaring 
an ia^ unconstitutional is most signifleant. In no other 
00!#^ in the world have the courts such power. Never- 
students in other countries frequently re^gmze 
this in our court as some^Jiing extremely desirable 
as w^ el suggestive. At the rime the Stii^reiae Court of 



138 THE PRINCIPLES OF POLITICS 

the United States rendered its decision on the income tax, 
I happened to be in Geneva, Switzerland. The report of 
the decision came next day M the news despatches. A 
banker of considerable influence in the community, a prom- 
inent citizen, said that to him it was a most surprising 
fact that a court could, by making a decision in a specific 
case, set aside the will of the people as expressed through 
the legislature; and still more surprising, he thought, 
was the fact that the people could be found that would 
support the court in making such a decision. “ In Switzer- 
land," he said in effect, “ if the court were to say to the ex- 
ecutive that an act by which they were already collecting 
a large revenue were invalid and could not be put into effect, 
the decision would not be obeyed ; but with you in America 
there seems no thought on the part of any one of attempting 
to resist the decision of your Supreme Court. I do not 
believe there is any country in Europe where such an act of 
a court could be permitted, nor any country where the 
people would not support the executive in resisting a court 
under such circumstances. The fact that the people of 
the United States are so amenable to the law and the 
Constitution that they are willing to support the Court 
as against their own representatives, is the best evidence 
that can be secured of the ability of the American pec^le 
to govern themselves.” I have neve^heard stronger term? 
of admiration for the American people than this expression 
of opinion. I said to him, “Do you not believe that ,the 
Swiss people would stand by youj^ court under such circum- 
stances?” “Ido not,” he said. “In Switzerland the 1^^ 
lature is the fiiud interpreter of the law. If any attempt 
were n^e to overturn its will by the court, the executive 
would resi^ the peo{dd wmiid'iupport ^e eaSeoutive,” 
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The power of the courts most noticed in everyday life 
is that of punishing violator of the law of the state and that 
of settling disputes betweeh different citizens, whether the 
injury come from an assault or a crime against a person, 
or the violation of a contract, direct or implied. Such 
powers need no discussion. 

In imcivilized states the injured party is supposed to 
redress his own wrongs. The appointment of courts to 
settle disputes so as to avoid private vengeance is one of 
the most accurate marks of a progressive civilization, and 
one that it takes centuries thoroughly to establish..:'' 

In some countries exist most interesting instituti^^ of a 
legal nature to forestall in the interests of peace the settle- 
ment of disputes by courts of law. In Norway, for ex- 
ample, exist courts of conciliation. Two men, usually 
substantial men of the community, are selected as men of 
good judgment whom the people can trust. In case a 
dispute arises between two individuals, before the case can 
be brought into a court of law, the parties are expected to 
come before this court of conciliation. They come alone; 
the public is not admitted. In certain instances they may 
bring a friend to help explun to the court what the dispute 
is about; no lawyer is admitted under any circumstances. 
The disputants state their case in their own words ; they are 
questioned by the judges until the case is understood. The 
judges then state what they believe to be a fair basis of 
settlement, and attempt to harmonize the feelings of the 
two disputants. Inasmwh as most of our disputes arise 
from mkunderstandings, wheh the cases are presented to 
ttro disinterested parties, they can usiudly find out the 
pmnt of misunderstanding and settle the trouble. Very 
geimrally |>eople coming to the court of coneihation ih a^er 
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go away friendly. More than 90 per cent of all disagree* 
ments l^t come before these courts are settled before they 
come to a court of law at an expense of only some 75 cents. 
In case a settlement is not reached and the people are not 
willing to leave the dispute to the arbitration of the judges, 
they may go on and bring suit at law. In that event, a party 
who has been willing to accept the opinion of the court of 
conciliation may state that fact, but it has no deciding effect. 

It is clearly worth while to attempt to settle disputes 
in this friendly way. Too often at the present time a 
little misunderstanding is developed into an important 
lawsuit throu^ the biased action of an interested lawyer 
or of vmwise friends. How much might well be saved to 
the industrial interests of the country if the court expenses 
could thus be avoided. We have the beginning of such a 
court in modified form in North Dakota. Such institu- 
tions might well be generally 'established. 

On the continent of Europe there are special admin- 
Jsfrative eburts to settle cases in which public officials are 
iji^cemed. If, for example, the postmaster in his offidfj, 
capacity wrongs a citizen and complaint is made, the ques- 
tion comes before an administrative court made up in part 
of offidab trained along administrative lines as well as in 
law. in Great Britain and in the United States adminis- 
trative officials under similar circumstances are brought 
bef(^ the regulm: courts. 

t is desirable, of course, that matters eoliceming; thb 
administration of the state be settled by those skilled hi 
admini^ation. Those who look at admh^t^tivev oqjtato' 
from the point of view of an American oi^an Enj^^hmifm 
are Ukdy to feel that they are a device ^ the 
^ streh^faea^ own nnif'lio 
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officials from being punished by another branch of the 
government for remissness in duty. Countries with a 
strong tendency toward centralization are likely to establish 
administrative courts; those disposed to be jealous of 
executive power will prefer the American and English 
method of control of administrative officials. 

The question is frequently asked whether it would not 
be wise for the courts that have the power of declaring an 
act unconstitutional, to express an official opinion regarding 
the constitutionality of a bill pending before the legislature. 
A member of any of our courts, if asked his opinion regard- 
ing the constitutionality of a bill, wilUusually decline to 
express ^ opinion, saying. The matter may come to me 
for interpretation later; until then I must not inteipret it. 
Elxcepting in a few states where such action is provided 
by the constitution, the courts generally refuse td express 
an opinion on pending legislation. They decide only spe- 
cific cases brought before them. This is a wise policy. It . 
is extremely desirable that our courts be kept free'from any 
'Plll^an tone. Many of the bills pending before the leg->^ 
islatures affect political interests and political parties. If 
the courts are compelled to express opinions on such matters 
inadvance, they are much morelikely to be charged with par- 
tisanship. After the bill becomes a law the court in a 
dfic case does not pass its opinion in general terms upon the 
m«ming of the law, but it decides its application i^der 
the circumstlmces arising in the special case. It may^ 
easily avoid the chturge of partisanship. 

: lmp«rti^ the jufficiary must be secured. The 
judysa should titerefore be independent of the legislature 
a|id of tim exe^tive as regards the. tenure of thdr office, 
sahil^, 4 t. the way in whidi thdr wori ^:|3 to ^ 4000^;, 
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Many people think that it is wise to have the judges in our 
lugher courts appointed by the executive instead of elected. 
Some favor terms of office comparatively short, say six 
or twelve years; some think judges should be chosen or 
appointed during gopd behavior or for life. Most writers 
on the question seem to favor the appointive system and to 
suggest that judges be appointed for life or during good 
behavior. The probability is that the difference of the 
results secured by these different methods of appointment 
is not great. With here and there an exception very little 
has been said against the elective courts of the United 
States. Generally speaking, our courts of last resort and 
often our minor courts are institutions very creditable to 
Ihe people of the United States, even in the eyes of for- 
eigners. 

^ The term of office should doubtless not be too short. 
There is an expense in changing judges too often; the time 
required for working into the duties of the office so as 
thorou^ly to imderstand them is considerable; it is impor- 
tant that lawyers learn to know the judges, and the judges 
learn to know the men who appear before them. There 
are certain dangers in the appointment of judges for life. 
The judge may perhaps not retire at the time when his 
powers begin to fail; but with proper retirement pensions 
or certain regulations governing retirement, this evil noay 
largely be avoided. The difficulty is inherent in human 
nature; it is found in every line of activity. , In our country 
the^ people tmve had so great a respect for judicial office, 
have be^ stnmg in their determination to keep idie‘ 
courts free from corruption as a matter of {uide, that iffiei 
men nominated for important judicial offices have ahncist^ 
invariably be^ men of eonsideilffile ability, of high char* ■ 
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acter, and usually of a judicial temperament. Of course 
excep^iojos will be found. 

Moreover, there is so strong a tradition in favor of im- 
partiality on the part of the judges that many a man who, 
as a practising lawyer, has been looked upon as partisan in 
nature, even perhaps corrupt under certain circumstances, 
when he becomes a judge, stands to his duty, respecting 
himself, respecting his office. 

Usually in this country and in most modem states, the 
judges have been strongly inclined to conserve the rights 
and,, privileges of the common people as opposed to the 
executive or to the legislature, which at times seem in- 
clined to encroach upon the rights of the people. Oi^ 
that account the judges have usually in both ancient 
and modem times enjoyed special honor and respect from 
the citizens as upholders of right and justice. It is, 
therefore, considering these facts, — and I think the facts 
are undeniable, — natural that we should expect ^hivt in 
rimes of peace our judges will find their influence strength- 
ened as compared with the power of the executive and 
of the legislature. In times of emergency, such as that 
of war, the executive has the opportunity, as has been 
said, to strengthen his power at the expense of the courts 
and of the legislature. But in times of peace, as the course 
of events normally move, the courts in their power of inter- 
preting the law, overmling the legislature, controlling the 
executive, become the conservators of the rights of' the 
people, and the people seeing that their power is strength- 
ened by the judges, often make it evident that in rimes of 
.peace th^ hold the courte to be the most tneted if not 
' rile most powerful branch of gov^mmmt. 
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CONSTITUTIONS 

Heretofore we have discussed the various departments 
of the government and the functions performed by those 
departments. Now we shall attempt to bring together 
in a discussion of constitutions some of the fundamental 
principles that underlie the governments of all free countries. 

I was much interested in receiving the other day from a 
friend of mine a copy of the constitution of our new state 
of Oklahoma. The first fact that impressed me as I turned 
over the leaves was that the constitution proper, aside 
from the other material printed with it, contained 96 pages. 
One might perhaps go further and put in with the constitu- 
tion some other matter so as to include 175 pages; but the 
constitution, strictly speaking, contained 96 pages of closely 
printed matter. 

I next turned to the Constitution of the United States, 
and found that so far as 1 could estimate, it contuned about 
14 pages of the same size. I.think that one ought not to 
assume that Oklahoma is that much more important than 
the United States, but these facts do show, at any rate, that 
in later days people have thought it wise to put more matter 
into the constitutions. I then turned to the constitution 
of the state of California, adopted 1875, and found it con- 
tained 55 pages, and that of South Carolina, adopted 1898, 
contained 46. 

It is doubtless a fair obeenraiion to make tl&t as time 
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has passed the constitutions of new states and the amend- 
ments and revisions of the older states have greatly in- 
creased in length. The constitutions have also very de- 
cidedly changed in character and now include many 
subjects left out of the Constitution of the United States 
because our forefathers who made that Constitution 
thought that it should include only the laws that were 
absolutely fundamental, whereas the makers of our new 
constitutions, under the influence of popular feeling, feel 
that in the constitution should be placed many provisions 
that have the nature of ordinary legislation. They do 
not trust their legislatures. 

Let us eonsider what we mean by a constitution, and see 
if we can get some definite idea of what one should contain. 
Of course, we all know that besides written constitutions 
we may have a constitution based simply upon customs, 
decrees of the courts, or mere understandings of the people; 
and we may properly say that all countries that have any- 
thing like a permanent form of government have constitu- 
tions in some form or other. Anything in Great Britain 
that is “unconstitutional” means anything that is con- 
trary to the laws that the English people have come to 
agree upon as those of the greatest importance in their 
soditd and political life; while anything in the United 
States that is unconstitutional is something in conflict with 
the written Constitution. The difference is very important. 
Neverthdess, if we analyze these constitutions and find out 
what, we mean by them, we shall see that the Ei^lish 
Constitution and. that of the United States are practically 
<he same as regards their contents. Frequently we say 
that the ccmstitution is the fundamental law of the eoim.* 
tty; thenVhen we attoi^ii) to anafyze what is reaSy hindar 
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mental in the political life of the people, we find that these 
thmgs do not agree with some provisions of some written 
constitutions. 

Professor Jesse Macy in his studies of the English Con- 
stitution defines the word “ constitution ” in this way 
(you will notice that he carefully avoids the use of any 
synonymous noun), “A constitution is thai wherry the 
instrumentalities and powers of government are distributed 
and harmonized.” There is simply the one fact, the 
constitution tells the way in which the government is 
organized and exercises its powers. I suppose we might say 
that in a savage tribe which has a chief, a man who regularly 
zeroises the executive power and determines what are 
the customs of the ancestors of the tribe, and himself acts 
in accordance with these customs and compels the obedi- 
ence of his people to these customs, there is a constitution. 

Professor John W. Burgess, who perhaps has done more 
than any other American writer to make cleeu the principles 
Df politics from the legal and constitutional side, says 
that a complete constitution consists of three fundamental 
parts — some other writers would add a fourth:* First, 
the organization of the state for the accomplishment of 
future changes in the constitution. That is to say, an 
organization should be so planned that the fundamental 
laws may as the years go by adapt themselves to succeeding 
changes of political and social conditions. Ih his plan 
there must be some way prescribed to change the written ^ 
constitution, and a power must be ^ven to obtain groups 
of people in the community to bring about these changes. 
Vi^thout this adaptation of the constitutiem to the growing 
needs of the people at every step progress, we should 
* '* RoUUmI Soie&ee and Ciompaiative Oonatltattonal Law,** 1, 1^7 If. 
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have, instead of ordinary changes, a serious revolution. 
Otherwise there could be no change; the state would stag- 
nate. So he insists that one of the important parts of a 
written constitution is its organization for the accomplish- 
ment of future changes or amendments. 

A little while ago the president of Chicago University 
gave an address in which, speaking on a similar topic, he 
said that we should recognize that in every state there 
are two conceptions that ought to be kept in mind. One 
is the social conception of the people of the state that in- 
cludes every one in the state; the other is the practical 
conception, meaning by this the group of people in the state 
that ^ve the right to pass upon a constitution, to make a 
new constitution, or to amend an old one. In our country 
this practical conception would m^n the body of voters. 
According to that view we should need to prescribe in 
every constitution provisions to carry out this idea of the 
composition of the political society. In other words, we 
should name the people who have the right to propose 
amendments, to make amendments or pass upon them, 
or to make a new constitution. Perhaps we might go still 
farther and prescribe the manner in which the political 
society must act in order to change the form of the con- 
stitution. 

In tire second place, according to Professor Burgess, 
there must be in every constitution a “constitution of 
liberty.” This means that provision must be made to pro- 
tect the liberties of the people against possible encroacb- 
ment of eiilrer the government or' private individruds. 
In any state properly oigairized, it must be clearly und*^- 
stood what the rights of each individual are as dpposed 
to any adtion of the government if that tries to go l^yond 



148 ' THE PBINCIPLES OF POtiTICS 

its prescribed powers, and also what are the rights of each 
individual against aggressive action on the part of his 
fellow-citizens. Whenever, therefore, in a written con- 
stitution we find a declaration of rights, that simply means 
that certain liberties are guaranteed to the individual, and 
that the government must not infringe upon those liberties. 

The constitution itself will clearly define, of course, just 
what these liberties are. We ma^ perhaps find states in 
which there are no formal guarantees to the people of their 
rights and liberties; but they may still exist through custom. 
In .the case of a theoretically absolute monarchy, the 
individual citizens have no rights as against the sovereign; 
his will is law. If he chooses to take away the liberty of 
any individual, he may. But under a constitution which 
guarantees rights to the people that cannot be done. Be- 
yond a written constitution, beyond the will of a sovereign, 
we shall always find implicit in the customs of the people 
some beliefs which protect them within certain limits against 
their government. If their government steps beyond 
these limits, a revolution is bound to come. In analyzing a 
constitution, then, it is important to bear in mind that all 
states that make any pretense towards popular government 
give to their people some degree of constitutional liberty, 
and even if the constitution does not define exactly what 
those liberties are, they nevertheless are understood by 
the people; custom has determined them. 

The third part of a constitution is what Professor 
Burgess names the ''constitution of government’'; that 
ig to say, the form in which the different departments of 

f mmment are organized. The word "constitution” 
^ slf really means the way in which the people istmid to- 
• gether^mrgmiized to do their w«fk. Thai is the part d! 
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the constitution that ordinarily most clearly appears. 
It need not tell the' way in which the legislature shall 
organize, or the executive perform its functions, or the 
judiciary be selected: but it must either specifically or 
through custom and understanding, determine the organi- 
zation and powers of each one of the departments of the 
government and prescribe its main functions. We may 
sum the matter up then by saying that a constitution 
ordinarily prescribes the*way in which it should be changed 
whenever that becomes necrasary, it enumerates the liber- 
ties of the people, it prescribes the form of organization 
of the government, and ordinarily it names the ways in 
which the government shall exercise its various powers and 
functions. 

Some writers go further and say that every constitution 
must contain an enacting clause in some form, but this 
can be clearly understood. Any constitution-making 
power will see to it that its provisions have the force of 
law. 

Especially on our great political holidays, or at the times 
of our political campaigns, we frequently read or hear 
statements regarding the sacredness of our Constitution 
that would seem to imply that it is a fetish to be worshiped, 
m* a sacred book, and not an ordinary document and law. 

Some persons seem to imply in their statements that it is 
unpatriotic for any citizen of the United States to criticize 
the Constitution. That is clearly a wrong conception. 
Our states have come together in a society. The Con- 
sritutipn is simply a clear definite statement of the most 
important law, the fundanfental law. This law may 
be ^clmnged; it ought to be changed from lime to 
1l|me, . beeause the condirions under which we live ydU 
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change. We should then keep this conception of the 
Constitution in mind, that it is simply a clear state- 
ment of the most important, most fundamental laws; 
and it is to be studied and criticized and discussed as 
are. oth^ laws. 

We should also bear in mind the fact that it makes little 
difference whether the constitution is a formal written 
document as in the United States, or simply certain genial 
statutes Uke Magna Charta, the Bill of Rights, the Reform 
Act of 1832, and others, as in Great Britain. In either case 
the constitution is reasonably understood, and in either 
case we may speak of legislation 6ts constitutional or un- 
constitutional. 

You cannot tell exactly, without careful consideration of 
the statutes, what acts are really fundamental in their 
nature. You must search and find fifteen or twenty 
statutes that, taken together, make up on the whole the 
Elnglish Constitution, but most of them will contain also 
certain extraneous matters that are not constitutional. 
Then aside from these statutes, aside from the court de- 
cisions even, we shall find many customs that perhaps are 
not formally mentioned at all. Nevertheless, they have 
become so ingrained into the political habits of the people 
that they really form a part of the English Constitution. 
Possibly they are simply crude understandings, neverthe- 
less they are firmly based. For example, the existom now 
nearly a century old of having the British Cabinet, 
whenever it is defeated in the House of Commons on an 
imp(Vt8nt measure, r^ign in a body or else dissolve the 
House and call for a new election, is part of the British 
Constitution. It is not pr^ribed by statute, but it is so 
embedided in the British politie^^mind that no obe would 
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think of acting otherwise. It is at the present day practi> 
cally as much a part of the Constitution of Great Britain 
as is the Magna Charta itself. 

In Great Britain we say that the Constitution may be 
amended by statute. Any act that the British Parlia- 
ment passes is legal, and if Parliament is willing to pass an 
act fundamental in its nature and accepted by the people, 
that is an amendment to the Constitution. But it would 
be no more of an amendment to the British Constitution to 
pass an act now determining what the composition of the 
Cabinet should be, or the times it should resign, or the way 
in which it should do its work, than has been brought about 
in practice from the custom of the Cabinet for decades. 
If a statute is passed, we should have something specific 
and prescribed, but it would simply put in definite l^al form 
something that has long existed. It is the existence of the 
custom that has made it a part of the Constitution even 
before it is put into law. 

In the United States, and inmost modem countries that 
have written constitutions, they are usually adopted and 
promulgated by some body different from the legislature. 
This is probably desirable, because we get accustomed to 
our legislatures and often we lose interest in them simply 
because we are accustomed to them. If we are to make 
a change in our laws which we believe to be absolutely 
fundamental in its nature, it is wise, therefore, to ask some 
body especially elected for the purpose to act in connection 
with that change. Moreova*, it is usually desirable before 
the change is made to have it^ provisions submitted to the 
peo|>le for ratification. In other countries, where the people 
are less active in governmental affmrs, the constitution is 
smnetimAs prepared and promul^ted by a statesman, a 
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king, emperor, himself an officer of the sovereign power 
in that state. 

It is interesting to note the way in which these constitu- 
tion>making bodies of officials speak of themselves and the 
way in which they present their enacting clause. The 
preamble of the Constitution of the United States begins, 
“We the people of the United States [I will not comment 
here on the meaning of the word “ people ’’] in order to form 
a more perfect union, establish justice, insure domestic 
tranquillity, provide for the common defense, promote the 
general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to 
ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this 
constitution for the United States of America.” Some 
writers of constitutional law call attention to the fact that 
many constitution-making bodies go further and not only 
mention the purpose and the people who obtain the consti- 
tution, but also generally recogi^ize the hand of Providraice 
in the making of the state, eith^ because such recognition 
is a survival of the old times and a practically universal 
belief in the divine origin of the state, or because the people 
are really reverent and thinking of the divine help that they 
believe is pven,them. 

Note the Constitution of the state of Oklahoma, “We, the 
people of the State of Oklahoma, grateful to Alini^ty 
God for our freedom, and in order to secure and perpetuate 
its blesdngs, do establish this constitution.” Quite diffeiv 
aat is the Constiturion of Japan, or that of Prussia. In 
the first paragraph of the Constitution of Japan we read: 
“ Having, by virtue of the glories of Our Anc^tors, ascended 
throne of a lineal succession untsroken for ages eternal; 
desiring to promote the welfare of , and to g^ve devdqpment 
to, thte^mond and intellectual facj^ties of Otar bddv^ sub- 
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jects, the very same that have been favored with the 
benevolent care and affectionate vigilance of our Ancestors; 
and hoping to maintain the prosperity of the state, in con- 
cert with Our people and with their support, We hereby 
promulgate, in pursuance of Our Imperial rescript of the 
12th day of the 10th month of the 14th year of Meiji, a 
fundamental law of state, to. exhibit the principles, by which 
We are to be guided in Our conduct, and to point out to 
what Our descendants and Our subjects and their descend- 
ants are forever to conform. 

“The rights of sovereignty of the state. We have in- 
herited from Our Ancestors, and We shay bequeath them to 
Our descendants. Ndther We nor they shall in future 
fail to assert them, in accordance with the provisions of 
the Constitution hereby granted.” 

You will notice that this is really little different in sub- 
stance from the other constitutions. In both cases there 
is a statement that the body believes it has authority to 
act, a statement of the purposes for which the constitution is 
made, and a statement of authority. In the Constitution of 
the Empire of Japan, there is also a recognition of the power 
of effecting changes, more particularly in connection with 
the promulgation of the Constitution. The Constitution 
of Japan can be changed by the Emperor in accordance 
with the provisions of the Constitution itself. 

In our study of the judicijuy, we note the difficulty of 
avoiding ambiguities in law. The difficulty is no less here. 
What, for example, do we mean by the statement, “We the 
people of the United States’’? If our Constitution were 
paa^ upon by all of the people that constitute the soti^ 
^te. which has been mentioned, we should have one mean* 
il^ of phrase “people of the United States.” If' the 
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Constitution is passed upon by only those people that are 
counted ip the political state mentioned, we find anothw 
meaning of the term “people of the United States.” Both 
meanings are in common use. When, however, we examine 
the Constitution of the United States itself so as to find 
out the way it may be amended, we find that the word 
“ people” has a third meaning still different. 

In the beginning of the article providing for amend- 
ments of the Constitution, we find that Congress, whenever 
two-thirds of both houses shall deem it necessary, shall 
propose amendments, or on the application to the legisla^ 
ture of two-thirds of the several states, shall call a con- 
vention for proposing amendments. In either case these 
amendments shall be valid when ratified by the le^latures 
of three-fourths of the several states, or by convention in 
three-fourths thereof, as one or the other mode of ratifica- 
tion may be proposed by Congress. 

We find here a provision made that the people of three- 
fourths of the states must act, not as a unit, but in groups, 
each state by itself, either through their legislature or 
through conventions. The term “ The people of the United 
States,” therefore, is used in a sense entirely different from 
its ordinary use. The vote of Nevada, for example, would 
count the same as that of New York, even though the 
number of people in New York is vastly greater. Our 
great constitutional conflicts have usually turned merely 
upon the interpretation of a few words in our Constitution. 
We can, therefore, not be too careful in avoiding misundor- 
standings, 

Even in the countries that have written constitutions, 
we must find the complete constitution in part in court 
4e(^ions, in custons, and in Hie understiuuiiii^ of tlra 
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people. Po%dbly we must go even further and say that the 
constitution is found in part in other political and social 
institutions, as, for example, the church or family. In 
Riissia, the power that rests in the church is constitutional 
in its nature. In our own country we find that political 
parties have become so deeply fixed in our political structure 
that they affect our civil liberty, and consequently they 
make informally a part of our Constitution. 

Our Constitution has prescribed the way in which the 
President of the United States shall be elected. It is not 
going beyond the facts, however, to say that in reality the 
change of custom of the election of the President, brought 
about by the action of political parties, has amended the 
Constitution of the United States, even though its words 
remain unchanged. 

A short time ago a member of the Republican National 
Committee, in speaking of the determination of the place 
for the next Republican convention, mentioned certain 
statutes which provided methods of election of delegates 
to thb National convention. He added that the feeling in 
the convention was general that the way in which delegates 
should be chosen was something vdth which the statutes 
of the United States or those of the individual states should 
have nothing to do; that political parties were purely 
voluntary organizations and ought not thus to be inter- 
fered with by laws. But political parties have become 
so vital a part of our whole political structure that it is 
perha|)B wise that they be recognized and their actions more 
or Idas controlled. If, in faqt, the parties have become 
peannanent political institutions, it is no longer proper to 
say that they are purely voluntary bodies not to be into^ 
(ned witik It is becoming time that the prescription of 
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custom shall be recognized in law. When a social oustoln, 
or political custom, has become so firmly established that it 
must be considered in the making of laws or their repealing, 
it may be asked whether the people ought not to be morally 
bound by that custom if they wish to be law-abiding 
citizens, even before a formal law has compelled thdr 
action. * 

Many written constitutions, especially of late years, 
contmn provisions that are not at all in the nature of funda- 
mental laws along the line of the principles that have just 
been explained, but are rather of the nature of statutes of 
minor j^portance which the people from distrust of thdr 
legislatures have put into their constitutions. For example, 
in theXionstitution of the state of Illinois we note that no 
general banking law shall be passed without the referendum. 
This provision was put in the Constitution soon after one 
of the great panics wherein the people had been injured by 
the policies of the banks. The result has been, however, 
that for decades that state was not able to get a good 
savings bank law such as exists in most of the Eastern 
states, because such a savings bank law needed to be 
passed upon by the people and they did not know and vr&ce 
not likdy to take the proper time and interest to study 
the details of a good savings bank act. The one or two 
acts that have been proposed and submitted to the people 
by the legislature have been voted down, because Ihey 
not understand the subject and imagined it was some at- 
tack upon the banking laws and that they had better not 
be tampered witii. 

Of a somewhat similar nature is a provision in the last 
CcmsUtuticm of the state of New York in reference to 
fcdiratl, Iheresult has been thatk there can be no'sdenM 
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maoagfflneat of the public forests of the state of New York 
witiiout an amendment to the Constitution. We have 
probably condemned ourselves for a series of decades to 
the misuse of our forests. 

In many constitutions, and there are many examples of a 
similar nature, there is a provision for a general property 
tax and practically for no other. By this provision the 
people have secured an unscientific system of taxation and 
have made it unnecessarily difficult to secure a good system. 
As has already been said in our discussion of the work of the 
legislature and of the executive, detailed laws covering the 
questions of taxation, banking, tariff, or anythfi^g of that 
nature, demand very careful study and discussicm- by ex- 
perts. When constitutions can be amended only by refer- 
ence to the people, they should not contain measures of such 
a nature that they cannot receive fairtand careful discussion, 
and yet many of our constitutions contain such provisions. 

In the new Constitution of Oklahoma, and there are 
similar provisions in the Constitutions of California and 
other states, it is made imperative for the legislature to 
provide for a imiform system of text-books for the common 
schools of the state. California provides that the books 
shall be printed by the state, distributed by the state, and 
not be changed oftener than once in four years. We are 
all in sympathy with our educational work, we all wish 
that the bert text-books be secured ; but provisions of that 
kind in a constitution simply prevent the recognition of 
chanigmg conditions, so that they practically refuse to thf 
ohil^Pen in many cases the pse of the best text-books. 
Buoh matters are properly the subject of legislation; they 
are not constitutional in nature. 

. A^un? we find a provition that the lei^slature shaffl 
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provide for the study of agriculture, horticulture, stock, 
and the doqctestic sciences in the conunon schools of the 
states. The subjects are excellent; they should be studied; 
but such restrictions should not be placed in the constitu- 
tion. Circumstances may change in such a way that 
you may wish to modify the mode of study decidedly or 
add much to the provision. If the constitution prescribes 
them, changes are difficult. 

The sum of the whole matter then is this : we ought not to 
put into a constitution measures of general legislation 
that are so complicated m their nature that they cannot well 
be understood and thoroughly discussed by the people be- 
fore they pass upon them ; nor, should we put into consti- 
tutions matters that arc likely to require frequent change. 

When, however, we arc speaking of laws that are really 
fundamental, we arc usually speaking of those that the 
people can well understand. They know, for example, 
whether the right and power should be given to the gov- 
ernment to quarter troops upon the people, whether an 
executive officer or judicial officer should be given the 
right to search a private house without a specific order 
from a court, whether they wish frequent elections of mem- 
bers of the legislature. Such matters the people can wisely 
pass upon, and we may be sure that upon some such ques- 
tions they are ready to fight if necessary to carry those pro- 
visions into effect. Laws of that kind will have the people 
back of them. 

We have already seen, however, in other connections, that 
laws which do not have the und^standing and support of 
the people will not be enforced. We have said ti^t laws 
of no value, or laws that are not enforceable, ought not to 
he on the statute books. How much more emphalde should 
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the; statement be that such provisions ought not to be in 
the constitution. 

The fundamental laws really constitutional in their 
nature need to change only a very little as the decades 
go by, practically not at all. The nature of human liber- 
ties, the form of the organization of the government, the main 
provisions of the suffrage, or the most general functions 
of the different departments of the government, — these 
are fundamental matters which touch the state and are not 
likely to be often changed. If we put only fundamental 
laws into the constitution, we shall secure a constitution that 
will require amendment only rarely. Most of the changes 
needed to meet the shifting conditions of the coimtry, 
if the constitution is of the right type, may be made 
by perfectly proper decisions of the courts. Only when 
amendments bf a somewhat sweeping nature are required, 
such as, for example, the abolition of slavery, shall we 
need a constitutional change. Under circumstances of that 
kind there will be enough of a change in the sentiment of 
the people to demand a modification of the constilptiojn, 
and the amendment can then easily enough be made. 

In summary then we may say, that to secure a constitu- 
tion that will not be tmwise, or one subject to continual 
amendment, we must put into it only essential, fundamental 
things. The student of constitutions, written as well as 
unwritten, who wishes to understand those constitutions 
in spirit as well as in letter, must study not inerely the text 
of the constitution, the old law books, and the decisions of 
tiie odiirts, but also the custopis, the social and political 
instltations, ^e whole civic structure by which the judg- 
ments of the courts are swayed and by which the fives df 
tha petals are controlled. 
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INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 

So far in our studies we have discussed the principles 
of politics as we find them developed in practical life 
within our own country and in others similarly situated. 
In the concluding chapter, we shall direct our vision out- 
ward, considering first the question of the expansion of our 
country beyond its former limits, a process which has affected 
otu' international relations, and beyond that, the principles 
of our politics in matters international. 

The United States Government from its foundation has 
occupied a very influential and a very advanced position 
in the history of international law. Possibly no other 
country has done more to promote justice in international 
relations, to lessen the horrors of war, and especially to 
adopt means for the preyention of war. 

At the beginning of our Government Washington en- 
deavored to secure for us the best methods of keeping peace 
with other nations, and laid down the principle of avoiding 
entangling alliances with Europe, simply because sttch 
alliances would inevitably sometimes draw us into war. 
Of course, besides the general policy that we have followed 
to avoid complications arising in Europe, our geographical 
situation has been most helpful. Separated as we are 
from Europe by an ocean, we need not fear invasion by 
any European country. The isolation that has protected 
us has made alliances unnecessary and has enabled us to 
save the exp^ise of a great stsiuSng army. 

i«o * 
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Almost from the foundation of our Government, how- 
ever, we note that our forefathers felt, as practically 
all other strong peoples have felt, the necessity of 
expansion. That is a perfectly natural ambition. In 
most cases we may criticize the methods followed by 
nations in their expansion, but it is practically inevitable 
that an ambitious people will take steps in that direction. 
Atijfirst our forefathers were simply a small band of settlers 
oh the Atlantic coast, but it was inevitable that they should 
press out into the territory of the Indians and at the ex- 
pense of the Indians. In some instances the treaties made 
were just, in many instances they were unjust. But just 
or unjust, it was inevitable that with the instincts that our 
forefathers had, the time would come when they should 
see that they needed more territory and when they would 
take it. ' 

People with the keenest conception of justice have never 
questioned the fact that the whites of America were going 
to take the land of the Indians. The only question of dis- 
pute has been the way in which they take it. We shall all 
agree that the proper method was to buy these lands or 
to secure them by some other peaceful contract with the In- 
dians. But so far as I am aware, no writer competent to 
speak has ever suggested that it would be expected that 
our people would permit the Indians to say that they would 
not let us have the lands. They realized that we must 
have them ; it was simply a question of how we got them. 

The question came up agmn in a somewhat different way 
at the time oi the French an4 Indian War. The British- 
timre settled on the Atlantic coast south of Canada. The 
had been extendiz^ their rule not only across the 
northern kurder of the British, but west throu^the western 
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part of New York and then south close behind the Alleghany 
range. There can be little doubt that if the British had 
not resisted and pushed forward into the territory claimed 
by the French, they would have found themselves practically 
limited to the Atlantic seaboard. The British population 
w^e growing and energetic, and they were determined to 
have what would be expected of such a type of settlers. 
The French and Indian War was practically as inevitable 
under the circumstances as was the last Russo-Japanese 
War, or that between the Northern and Southern States. 
When the problem of slavery arose in America with inter- 
ests strong on both sides, and with no likelihood of either 
section giving way, the only question was, whether some 
way could be found by which the interests of both could be 
conserved without war. Such a solution would have been 
better; it was hardly to* be expected. 

In many cases when a country wishes to expand its ter- 
ritory, the geographical conditions are such that war is 
inevitable. Two years before the Russo-Japanese War, 
in a conversation held with one of the leading men of 
Japan, he said in substance: — 

“We shall have war with Russia; I do not doubt it. I 
wish th«*e were some way to avoid it, but I see none. The 
only question is, when.” Then, in order to emphasize tiie 
situation and clinch his argument, he took a map, showed 
the gec^raphical situation, and continued: “Russia has 
Man^uria and has the amtation to control Corea. We 
cannot pemit her to have Corea; our very national exists 
ence is at stake. On the other hand, if we control the strait 


between Corea and Japan, that will cut off the Russian port 
of Vladivostock from, Port Arthur and will make it impos- 


lie f<hr the Ruattos to haveiref^anioeroe between those 
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ports and the freedom of sending their warships from one 
port to the other. That they will feel they must have. 
In consequence, without the slightest spirit of imfiiendliness 
towards Russia, war between Russia and Japan is inevitable 
from the geographical situation.” 

It was a question of expansion. Russia was occup3ing 
Manchuria; she wanted and intended to have an open port 
on the Pacific. Japan could not permit Russia to expand 
in that way without endangering her own existence. Japan, 
too, had intended to expand into Corea, and Russia could 
not occupy the same territory. War had to come. 

Similar reasoning explains the French and Indian War 
as has been intimated. The French had determined to 
hold the territory that the British 'felt they must have. 
It was simply a question of which side could win. 

After the French and Indian War and the foundation of 
the United States, the coimtry felt in the same way the 
necessity of going still further, and the Louisiana purchase 
was made. No person was ever more bitterly opposed 
towards stretching the Constitution than Jefferson was. 
Nevertheless, he felt we must have the western temtory; 
that the welfare of the country demanded it. 

The feeling was the same when we acquired Texas and 
California; it was perfectly natural that we should have 
them both. Everyone feek now that these territorii» had 
to be secured in some way or other^ Many object to the 
way in which we secured Texas. Themethods of our Govem- 
meutse^ wrong to many of us, but in practical politics we 
mist deal with human nature as It is. We may be perfectly 
sure that the United States would have that territory. 
It was aimp ly a question of the method of acquiring it. 
We quitft posably made a mistake in the nie^bd tot, 
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whibh we have paid a penalty in the subtle Ibnn of a 
weakening of moral fiber. 

The question of what constitutes right and wrong in the 
acquirement of territory is a subject still open to debate 
and one r^arding which it is difficult to reach a conclusion. 
Some persons say the earth belongs to those who can make 
the best use of it, and thus justify the seizure of territory 
occupied by others, claiming that those that take it are the 
ones to make the best use of it. In that way they justify 
our taking land from the Indians; the seizure of territory 
from the French, because the British were better adapted to 
promote civilization. The French have a different view, 
thinking they are better adapted to promote civilization. 
To them French civilization is the best. The argument is 
one that is usually not stated so absolutely as I have stated 
it, but it is an argument still felt and a point made by 
statesmen very generally when it comes to a question of 
practical politics regarding the extending of territory — the 
earth belongs to those who make the best use of it. 

The nation that does the work of expansion, the one that 
is strongest for the time, being, feels that it can make betta: 
use of its opportunities than can the weaker nation that 
must yield. Moreover, we must recognize a certain ele- 
ment of truth in that point of view. The statement can- 
not ba made absolutely, but other things being equal, it is 
likely to be true that the stronger nation is the one that 
probably will make the greater advance in civilisation 
and probably will make the greater advance in any territory 
^that it takas. There are exceptions, but generally speaking, 
the nation with the gr^test power is likely to be Ihe one 
with the best means, and perhaps the strongest 
to adimnoe dvitusilion ftom the !liiodmn pdnt of view/ 
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Of waree, we know perfectly well that the Chinese 
considci* their form of civilization better than ours, but until 
China 8e<|ures more power she is not likely to make good her 
daim, hdjwever well founded in certain directions it may 
be. Many people believe that Ancient Greece had the 
highest type of civilization ever known in histjory, and the 
fact that Greece fell under the control of Rome is thought 
no sign thit the Romans were the better nation,. They 
think it a n^fortune to the world at large that Greece was 
conquered by Rome. But on the whole, we shall probably 
find it true , that the powerful nation, the conquerors, 
have been the most progressive ; and that in consequence, if 
we grant the principle laid down before, there is some 
justification for the success of the stronger. 

' Whatever our view, however, of the methods of nations, it 
is a fact that those which have the tendency to expand 
place no limitation upon that tendency except that imposed 
by the resisting force of another nation, usually one of 
much the same type of civilization. 

Out of this trend towards expansion and the desire to 
protect our free government and our methods of politics 
as well as our freedom from the need of great armaments, or 
aUiances with Europe if the European system were brought 
to the Western Continent, grew the Monroe Doctrine. 
Practically stated, that doctrine is this, that the Western 
Continent is not open to further occupation by European 
powers' and that we shall not permit any European power 
to takci, back or secure any of the South American states 
that have obtained their indefiendence. We feel that it 
k safer for us to avoid all alliances as well as quarrels that 
would iddsaost ca*tainly come if any more strong European 
powera letablkhed themselves on this continient. We 
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believe we can accomplish this result most easily by pre- 
venting them from coming. If all the peoples bn this 
continent have practically the same form of republican 
government, they are much less likely to get into trouble 
than if a European power vuth monarchical tendencies 
should come here. That is our justification for the doctrine. 

The Monroe Doctrine has been generally accepted by 
our different political parties with comparatively little 
discussion. Two of the most striking instances in which 
it has been enforced are, in Mexico shortly after the close 
of the Civil War under a Republican administration, and 
again in the Venezuela controversy with Great Britain 
under President Cleveland, a Democratic administration. 
The parties agree substantially regarding their interpreta- 
tion of the doctrine. It is upheld, that we may keep out 
of trouble. 

Out of our war with Spain came new troubles of inter- 
national significance different from any we had had before, 
and much more important than a mere acquisition of 
territory. It is not desirable' here to go into a discussion of 
the causes of the war with Spain or our methods of dealing 
with that country. The war came ; the result has been new 
problems. 

The problem in connection with Cuba we need not dwell 
upon. It will probably be several years before we know 
the result of our policy there. So far, our action seems 
to have been one of the most disinterested of histoiy. 
Whether it wiU prove so ultimately, we cannot yet tell. 

It will be interesting to note the opinion of some influ- 
ential Cubans upon that point About the time that,.€aba 
was framing its first constitution, an influential uMinlNW 
of tiie^'revbhi^fmaiy pati^ cacoid^o New Ymrk to disenss 
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with some of the Cuban sympathizers the question of the 
form of government. In reply to a question asked as to 
what the. Cubans expected ultimately and what their final 
wish regarding their country was, this man, one of the 
leading Cuban patriots, said in substance: “Ultimately, 
I think, we shall have our country annexed to the United 
States. Judging from our past history, we shall want 
to go into the United States.” Then he added,. “In the 
meantime, we wish to go ahead independently. We have 
been sajring for many years that we will govern ourselves. 
We have been fighting for ten years in order that we may 
govern ourselves. We want to show the world that we 
can govern ourselves. But as soon as that has been clearly 
shown, I believe that it will be better for our people that 
we should come into the United States.” That was his 
view at that time. I am not sure that historical events 
will show that he has been right throughout. 

In the acquirement of the Philippines there came under 
our jurisdiction a type of people different in race, in civili- 
zation, in methods of government, and in political and social 
habits, so that we found upon our hands a new and very 
complicated problem. In our administration of the Philip- 
pines so far, we have set an example to the world, good or bad. 
We are trying to make the Filipinos fit for self-government 
by dealing justly with them, educating them, giving them 
ui opportumty of practising self-government, first locally 
and then in their central government. No other nation 
has eyer attempted an experiment of that kind to anything 
like the same extent. The nearest approach that we see 
18 tb^ eiqpeiiment Great Britain has been making in Egypt 
witidn tlto last few years. So long as Lord Cromer was in 
ohai|^ of the administration, with the consent of Great 
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Britain, he was trying to develop the individual Egyptian 
so that he might be successful in government, perhaps 
ultimately be able to govern himself. But his plan was not 
so direct as is our policy in the Philippines, nor was it on so 
large a scale. Whether ultimately this educational train- 
ing in self-government will lead the Filipinos to become 
independent, or to control merely their own local affairs 
independently as do our states, while remaining absolutely 
under the control of the United States in the central and 
international affairs — which of these two courses will 
most nearly secure justice and the best result for the world, 
only the future can settle. There can be little doubt that 
whenever in the course of time they become fit for self- 
government, they will have it to whatever extent they 
desire it. You will recall that the Cuban patriot said that 
the Cubans wanted to show the world that they could 
govern themselves, but that they did not wish ultimately 
to do so. It is quite possible that the Filipinos will have a 
similar feeling. 

The effect of our work in the Philippines has an inter- 
national bearing in other ways. Our course of action 
there is felt strongly in other countries that have depen- 
dencies among peoples of different races. Not long ago <me 
of our prominent officials in the Philippines, who had come 
back to the United States on leave, said that he had been 
questioned by the English and Dutch regarding our work 
in the Philippines. Earlier they were disposed to laugh at 
our policies as simply an experiment of Americans who had 
no experience; but now t^y had heard so much of the 
prqgr^ of our educational work that they were eager , to 
Je^ more, particular^ since the natives in India and 
Java W^ted t^ieir jgqvernment tiii.do for them what= 
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United States were doing for the Filipinos. The English 
and Dutch were finding it worth their while, therefore, to 
examine our work and see if they could not learn something 
from us, as earlier they thought we ought to learn from them. 

There is no doubt that the experience of Great Britain, 
and that of other countries with dependencies, have been 
of decided benefit to us as comparative studies. But we 
have been somewhat daring and have gone farther than they 
in certain ways, and it is possible that they ultimately may 
learn from us. 

The United States is also to be credited with much influ- 
ence in changing diplomatic methods during the last hun- 
dred years. In the days of Machiavelli, and even down 
to the time of the French Revolution, it was looked upon 
as a chief accomplishment of a successful diplomat that he 
could lie smoothly and successfully. It was his business 
to conceal the purposes of his own government and to 
deceive the government to which he was accredited. He 
was to learn all he could, by fair means or foul, in reference 
to the intentions of the court at which he resided, and he 
was to prevent that government from finding out anything 
about his own country. That spirit has not entirely gone; 
it will probably long remain. Nevertheless, there has been 
a decided advance along that line. Perhaps the United 
States should be given credit more than any other country 
for this change and for adopting the practice of carrying 
on bur international relations in a way that is against the 
earfior proverbial trmning. ^ 

A strong, ambitious people is bound to extend its territory 
fizdess prevented by other nations of substanti^y the 
eame type and strength. It is regrettable, but a fact, that 
tb eafty ^}ut them plans, things will be done that cannot be 
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Justified from a moral point of view, if in political questions, 
and especially in international questions, the test is to be 
that of private morals. An individual who lies for his 
own sake in private business, we all despise, but men in 
public life sometimes feel that they are justified in de- 
ceiving, and they put their argument in this way: — 

They cite as an example the practice of war. They say 
that whenever opposing armies stand face to face, it is 
the duty of the commander on either side to mislead his 
opponent; otherwise, it is likely to cost hundreds and 
thousands of lives and probably insure the success of the 
opponent. Deception in war, they say, is not merely ex- 
cusable, but right and praiseworthy. 

Then they question whether it is not true that in other 
dealings between nations throughout the world, we should 
seek to accomplish what is best for our own country and to 
do that in the way that is least cruel and objectionable. 
If a diplomat, they say, by misleading the other country, 
by lying deliberately, can secure his ends, how much better 
this than going to war. Surely lying is a less serious crime 
than murder; surely a lying diplomacy is more laudable 
than a declaration bf war I If the end is to be accomplished, 
is it not better to take the lesser evil ? That is the line of 
argument generally followed. 

The American policy has been generally frank and truth- 
ful, but there are comparatively few statesmen that do. 
not at times adopt a policy not altogether frank. Even 
some writers on politics speak about as plainly as I have 
done. Intematiomd practice at the present time, wMla 
much more truthful than it used to be, aliU employs a 
great deal of deceptimi in many ^pngs. Tbe excuse toF it 
is that the what he i6ond.ders best for the undfoariB 
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of his own country. He will resort to falsehood if by so 
doing he can protect his people better than by telling the 
truth and perhaps incurring the risk of war. 

The remedy for this state of affairs is practically the same 
as in private life. Until we had stable governments, if an 
enemy injured us, th^e was no court to appeal to. We 
defended ourselves until we had a police force that made 
our lives safe. As long as each man had to protect his own 
life, he felt entirely justified in lying in order to save his 
life. The same argument is still used in international 
afifairs ; it is a choice of the lesser evil. We have now come 
to a position where we consider it dishonorable to do such 
things in our private life, because we do not need to; we 
appeal to the courts as an arbiter tb settle disputes. 

Whenever in international affairs we shall find an ar- 
biteT' that can settle disputes between nations and do jus- 
tice, cUplomatic lying will also disappear. The tendency 
towards the disappearance of that custom strengthens with 
the tendency towards perpetual peace. 

A number of forces are acting together to strengthen this 
tendency. In the first place, there is the enormous cost of 
armies. Something like six millions of people are in arms 
in Elurope, all withdrawn from industrial pursuits and sup- 
ported in idleness as a burden upon the community at large. 
It is probably a low estimate that Europe is expending 
r^ularly from dx to seven billions of dollars a year simply 
on sending armies. Nev^heless, the conditions are such 
that espenditure must be met. If any of the lai^ 
European nations should abandon its army, its existence 
would be in danger. There can be no reduction in armed 
force until there is united action, and that is not yet 
{)oatiye«* Not timply the expense of the standing army fo 
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time of peaces but the destructiou in time of war likewise 
makes every nation hesitate to’ run the risk of war. 

Again, the economic competition of nations one with 
another is tending in the same direction. Whenever the 
people in European countries feel strongly enough that the 
burden of their standing armies puts them at too serious a 
disadvantage with the United States in the world’s markets, 
they will try and find some way to reduce their armaments. 
In reality that was the argument of the Czar in calling the 
Hague Conference, and every statesman recognizes the force 
of it. 

A movement in the same direction is seen in the business 
' alliances and the interrelations of business men. Commerce 
knows no national boundaries ; and when buriness interests 
become so Involved and intricate that the more important 
business men in the community feel they cannot afford to 
have war, their influence will be very great towards pre- 
venting it. Many people — I ami one of them — were little 
alarmed last year over the talk of war between the United 
States and Japan. Neither country wanted war to b^n 
with. There was no sufficient cause for war in the minds of 
the men controlling the cotmtry. But besides that, the 
..business men of the world who had money to loan woifld 
not have been disposed to pennit a war. Japan could not 
have entered upon a war of that nature witiiout large loans. 
Few people would have been willing to loan her money at 
that time to fight the United States. There would have 
been too much risk. 

^ . Vet the last century there have been other influi»]^ of 
importance tending to lessen the likelihood of war. The 
Rpman.Catholio church, oneof the |nost wonderful orgaidza* 
tions tibat dythii^lis^^oiwlbkve ev^ seen, has ramISeatioBS 
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in all dvilized countries, and the unif3dng force of a group 
of men so intelligent, so well controlled, so wisely guided 
as are the rulers from top to bottom of the Roman Catholic 
church, has a powerful tendency leading towards peace. 

The growth of great states has a like influence. Great 
Britain was first a group of little independent communities 
continually fighting with one another; when it became 
one nation, war ceased. The same is true with France, 
Italy, and Russia. 

In connection with the United States and Germany, 
there is another idea of great importance, that of federation. 
The United States could never have been a single state made 
by conquest. It was made into a federation out of thirteen 
different states, each of which gave up some powers that 
should be conunon to all, while retmning most of the powers 
that affected its local affairs, and that after all touched 
most closely the daily lives of the people. 

UndCT this idea of federation, in which a state retains 
its autonomy in local affairs and gives up its powers only in 
matters common to all, the United States was formed, and 
that form of organization and that idea soon became 
popular. Germany was organized on that basis; Canada, 
Australia, and South Africa have been so organized, and 
even to some extent the same idea is bringing together 
the entire British Empire. If the different colonies of 
En^and come together into a Greater Britain, it will be 
throuj^ a federation in which each one will have its 
sepuate rights of government recognized. 

Xn the interests of peace likewise there have been strong 
alfiances. In the time succeeding Napoleon, the Holy 
Aflianee tended to prevent quarrels. We have had ^e 
GiUnceirt ftf Powers; five or six of the leading nations of 
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Europe have several times ^^ted in ihatters of common 
mterest. Near the close of the Greco-Turkish War they 
insilted that peace be made. So it is in many instances 
that have come up. Concerted action among leading 
states may practically determine peace instead of war. 

The principle bf arbitration, for which the. United States 
again has probably done most, at first inthesettlementof the 
Alabama claims after the Civil War, is accomplishing much. 
We might possibly have accomplished greater immediate 
results at the time provision was made for the settlement 
of the Alabama claims by accepting an offer of federation 
and annexing Canada, an opportunity that we unwisely let ' 
escape. But the example of arbitration has gone farther 
and nations are now making special treaties to submit all 
questions to arbitration instead of leaving their settlement 
to the arbitrament of war. 

The right of intervention for the sake of humanity is 
coming to be recognized somewhat more than earlier. 
Even in the late Russo-Japanese War there was a general 
agreement to restrict the field of operations. All such 
steps are in the direction of peace. 

As a fesult of the first Hague Conference a general court 
was established in the Hagde Tribunal, and in many in- 
i^tances its efficiency has already been shown. The right of 
intervention in the settlement of disputes, such as that 
between Russia a^d England over the North Sea trouble, 
and incid^ts in the Russo-Japanese War, show how fax- 
reachii^ this may become. Wftbhut that intervention, it 
seemed practically certain that -Rbssia and Great Britain 
must fight. This int^natipnal court may be sidd to be wdS 
eoo^h established mw, so that we may be sure it will settle 
ftd^ ahujge ^portai&of intemational*dis!>u^ 
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But beyond the settlement of disputes in international 
matters, a general congress is Aeeded to provide in advance 
rules concerning international affairs. In the federation 
of our different colonics into the United States, we estab- 
lished not only a tribunal but also a congress to make laws 
on matters Of general interest, and we esta|>lished an execu- 
tive to enforce these laws. The last Hague Conference 
adjourned with an agreement that it should meet again. 
This was another step towards the establishment of a 
general international congress that shall meet regularly 
from time to time to consider international questions that 
otherwise may become the subject of international dispute, 
and thus to provide in advance for the settlement of the 
most important questions of world interest. 

Tax years ago the hope of perpetual peace seemed a 
kind of millennial vision. The events of the last ten years 
have brought it immeasurably nearer, largely on account 
of the two Hague Conferences, the one establishing a 
tribunal, the second taking the first step towards a general 
international congress. Whenever this general congress 
begins to meet regularly, the most difficult and the most 
important step will have been taken towards a world federa- 
tion. The world fedl^ration ^11 preserve the educative 
democratic principle of training practically every man i^i 
politics by giving him an^opportunity of taking part in the 
management of local affairs in the community in which 
he may live, while it will also establish & world-embracing 
federal congress to make such provision for the control of 
idtenMitional affturs that it will ul^timately secure perpetual 
peace. 
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Labor, Demand for, unanswered, 42; 
representatives of, in Congress and 
state legislatures, 83 
Law, Disrespect for, an evil thing, 
05; no enforcement of, without 
public sentiment, 102, 115; the 
best form of, 106; courts declare 
the, 1129 

Laws become obsolete, 115-16; in- 
terpretatlcm 6f, by executives, 117- 
18; ambiguous, 130, 132; condi- 
tions cha^e uilder old, 133; the 
fundamental, really constitutional, 
change but little, 159 
Laws relating to social institutions 
simply the formulation of customs, 
93,94 


Lav^eis, Large representation of, in 
most legislatures, 83 
Legislation, 92-100; radical changes 
in, avoided, 95, 96; chief aim of, 
restrictive, 99; national, state or 
local, 102; direct, 104-5, 106^ 
fundament^ principles of, 109; 

'' the executive and poputo, 118 
LegMtative detail, 102-3 
l^figtslatlve matters, Voteia not emn- 
patent to decide on all, 49; decen- 
traUaation In, 126 

I»egislidlv# mkhod ii^iudotts vOnd 
eoatwpt2bl6; 117; * 
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public opinion, 95, 96, 103, 106; 
compromise by, often a wise policy, 
97 

Legislature, The, and the executive, 
113-14 

Liberties of the individual should be 
defined in the constitution, 147- 
48; implicit in the customs of the 
people, 148 ; the nature of, fundar- 
I mental, 159 

Liberty, A mountainous countiy the 
I cradle of, 18 

I Lincoln above all parties, 70; auto- 
cratic power of, in the Civil War, 
113 

Local option laws, 102 
Louisiana purchase. The, 163 
Lowell, James Russell, on the stand- 
ard of real value of a country, 
j 3—4 

Luxury or comfort. Complicated 
economics of securing any article 
I of, 8-9 

Lying practised in war and in di- 
plomacy, 169-71 

I McKinley, William, defeated for 
! reelection by a gerrymander, 85- 
86 

McKinley Tariff Law, The, 81 
Maoy, Prof. Jesse, on a constitution, 
146 

Magna Charta, 150, 151 
Majority, There may be a tyranny 
of the, 44 

Majority party. There would be no, 
under proportional representation, 
89 

Man, The average, drifts Into politics, 
business, and religion, 34 
IkOundiaU, Chief Justice, established 
> doctriro of implied powers, 131 
Measitfe, The, of a nation’s true 
success, 4 ^ 

Mexico, Monroe Doctrine enforced 
in, 166 

Minority, The, submits to will of the 
majority, 12 

Ittlsun^fiirstandings, Lawsulttt tfnd 
tluarrds spring from, )32, 139 
Monroe, PersomUfty of, 13; and Ccm- 
grasB, 114 
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Monroe Doctrine, Statement of the, 
165-66 ^ > 

Motives, The political, 23-39; a 
complete study of, impracticable, 
24; of real rulers, 25; position and 
power, 28-30 

Mugwumps, 68-69 

Mustaches, Fashion in, set by Na- 
poleon 111 and the German Em- 
peror, 111-12 

National banks. Deposit of public 
funds in, 118 

Natural right, There is no such thing 
as a, 40-41, 44 

Negro suffrage, 57, 58-60; quali- 
fications for, 58-59; a practical 
matter, 59-60 

New York City at times governed 
by ah oligarchy, 25; action of 
members of Assembly voting for 
Greater, 77; a question whether 
class representation would not be 
better in, 82-83 ; outvoted in 
Legislature by country members, 
83; chief executive of (1908), 110 

New York state at times under sway 
of a boss, 25; large group of in- 
dependent voters in, 69-70; might 
have several small parties, 87-88; 
chief executive of (1908), 110; 
forest provision in Constitution of, 
156-57 

Nicholas II and Peter the Great, 
13 

Nominations, Direct, 40 

North Dakota, Court of oonoiliation 
in, 140 , i 

North Sea trouble. The, 174 j 

Norway, Country districts in, out- j 
rank the city in representatbh, 
82; courts of conciliation in, 13^ 
40 

ft 

Office, When seeking, is justified, 29; 
dumge in, 74 

Office-holders should be able and 
tried, 74 

Offices, Clerical, should not be filled 
hy par^ men, 74 ^ 

Offices, Some, in their nature political, 
73-74 


Officials, Government, and the ballot, 
52-53 

Oklahoma, length of constitution of, 
144; preamble to, 152; text-book 
provision in, 157 
Ordeals, The custom of, 92 
Orient, Institutions of Anglo-Saxon 
race not adapted to pepplo of the, 
19 

Over-legislation, 89-90; danger of, 
103-4 

Parties, Third, and their desirability, 
71-72; originate in special issues, 
72; true function of, 73 
Parties, Two chief, in U,S. and Eng- 
land, 71 ; should not small, have 
proportional representation? 84- 
85, 86-87 

Party, Devotion to, 38 
Party, One small, might hold balance 
of power, 89; may make propa- 
ganda at public expense, 108 
Party leaders should use only honest 
and honorable methods, 63; only 
unselfish patriots should be, 66; 
as such, have no claim to office, 
74 

Party machines, 62; . cnrganizatiqn 
and work of, 64-05 
Party membership, how determined^ 
66; by environment, habits, and 
business, 67 

Party organization. Abuse of, 81 
Party politics and party thinking, 
35 

Party's policy. Helping shape, within 
better than hostile criticism from 
outside, 69; changed, 70 
Patriotism a justification for seeking 
office, 29-30; as a political iiw 
^ fluence, 38; voters should have, 50 
Paupers may properly be , disfran^ 
chised, 51 « ^ ^ 

Peace, Forces tending towaK|^ per- 
petual, 171-75; cost of amies, 
171-72; commerce, 172; Eoi^&an 
Catholic church, 172-73; gmWth 
of great states, 1734 fedezftion and 
alliances, 173-74; arbitration, 174; 
the Hague Conferencea,' .|74-7f , 
Paasant, The, cafia tffirtAte, V 
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People, Maes of the, unenlightened 
in the principles of politics, 2; 
views of the, regarding the state, 
very indefinite, 7 ; the will of the, 
not to be feai^, 15; should the 
ignorant, be allowed to suffer? 17; 
many hereditary rulers devoted to 
the good of their, 28-29 ; the com- 
mon, and the race question, 31- 
32; influenced by patriotism, 38; 
unwillingness of, to think and 
.work, 41; hero worship among 
^ the, 46 ; cling to a party name, 70 ; 
legislating for themselves, 105; 
that all the, are wiser than part, 
an unbound principle, 105-6 ; soon 
tire df discussion of a complicated 
question, 107 ; cannot vote in- 
telligently on complicated ques- 
tions; 107-8; attitude of, toward 
chief executive, 113; learn from 
their own mistakes, 116; a con- 
stitution must protect the liberties 
of the, 147-48 

** People of the United States,” Am- 
biguity of the phrase, 153-54 
Peoples, Difference between, 31-33 
Pericles on the Ideal of the Athenians, 
3 

Personal Interests in politics, 23 
Personal prestige of chief ruler, 113 
Personality, Power of, 13, 56, 114; 
not determined by civil service 
examinations, 123 
Peter the Great, 13 
PhiU|)pines, Our experiment in the, 
167 ; its international bearing, 167 ; 
Dutch and Englisli examining, 168 
Policy of the state, Factors that de- 
termine the, 18-20 
Political action, Complete analysis 
,, of mt^tives determining, impracti- 
cable, ; we view, from our own 
interest, 39; predicted geogiftph- 
ioall^^ 51 

PoUtieid ideas, how originated, 884S®!’ 
Political influence, Every person haa. 
some, 23; of the chief executive/ 
110-11 * 

Politleal parties, 61-75; Wo^- 
tow WUson on, 61 ; huiw made np, 
61 'h 62; a ikeomsity,.^6(3^ party 


machines and securing the oflices, 
62-63, 65; honest and honorable 
management of, 63; may remain 
too long in power, 65-66; should 
not exist except for good of the 
state, 66; change their policy, 70; 
the ins and the outs, 70-71; de- 
votion to, should be only for sake 
of countiy, 75; informally a part 
of our Constitution, 155 
Political reasoning, Nature of the 
premises needed in, 17-19; 
methods of study, 20-21 
Political tricks to secure party suc- 
cess, 26 

Politicians, Most, act conscientiously, 
26 

Politics, the study that deals with 
the state and with government, 6; 
differences in, and civilization, 32; 
principles of, in international mat- 
ters, 160 

Post-ofllce, The, everjrwhere a gov- 
ernment monopoly, 16 
Post-Office Department, The, like a 
great express company, 120 
Powers, implied. Doctrine of the, 131 
Powers of branches of government, 
Separation of, 127 
Prejudice a motive force in the state, 
33 

President, The, and popular legisla- 
Jiion, 115; the Cabinet of the, 120- 
22; must rely on subordinates 
in making app>ointments, 124-26; 
change of custom in election of, 
has amended the Constitution, 155 
Prime Minister practically nominated 
and elected by House of Commons, 
113; personality of the, 114 
Prince Albert coats, 111 
Principles, The, controlling political 
motives apply also in business, 
30 

Private enterprise and public man- 
agement, 127-28 
^privileges, Special, 104 
Prohibition, Laws for, effective or 
oth^l^se according to local public 
« opinion, 05-66; that cannot be 
enforced, unTidse, 102 * 

Prussia, Class leprmntatioik in, 82 
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Public imagination, Chief executive 
tries to capture the, 110-11, 115 
Public opinion, Influence of chief 
executive on, 110 

Public sentiment and woman suf- 
frage, 67-68 ; and the law, 95-96, 
102, 106 

Qualihcations of voters, 47-63 ; edu- 
cational, 48-50 

Questions at issue not clearly under- 
stood, 37 

Bace conflicts, 31-33 
Races, Representation of different, 
in ^visory positions, 121 I 

Railroads in Germany a military | 
necessity, 15 | 

Referendum, The, in Switzerland, 
104-5 ; checks corruption, 107 ; : 
abuse of, 108 ; a general, not wise 
for most countries, 108; in Con- 
stitution of state of Illinois, 156 
Reform movements of history started 
by extremists, 88 

Reformer, President Roosevelt on the 
unpractical radical, 1 
Reformers, Mistaken assumption of, 
2 

Registration laws, 48 
Reichstag, the German, No educa- 
tional or property qualification re- 
quired of electors of members of, 
42; has little influence in govori!- 
mental affairs, 43 

Religion, We follow our fathers in, 
34 

Representation, 76-91; are repre- 
sentatives merely delegates? 76- 
77; Edmund Burke on, 77-78; 
in other than political matters, 
79-80; the delegate idea of, favors 
the demagogue, 80; result of, in 
63d (^ngress, 81; abuse of, 81; 
of certain classes, 81-84; propor- 
tional, 84-87; advantages, 86^6; 
objections, 87-89; class, encour-l 
aged by proportional, 90; no 
one system of, adapt^ to all 
counties, 90-91 ; best method for. 
compUcaled questions, 108;' geo- 
gmi^c, in the Cabinet, 121 


Representatives and their constit- 
uents, 76-80 ; stand for the people 
of the entire country, 78; ought 
not to be errand boys, 79-80; a 
majority of, in the 51st Congress 
elected by a minority of the voters, 
81 ; ought they to be chosen from 
special classes ? 84 
Republican congressmen in 1894, 81 
Republican party, Policy of, changed 
several times, 70; sprang from a 
third party, 72 
Road, Custom of the, 93-94 
Roman Catholic church exerts a 
powerful influence towards peace, 
172-73 

Roosevelt, President, on unpractical 
radical reformers, 1 ; personidity of, 
114 

Rulers, Motives of the real, 24 ; con- 
trolled'^ by popular sentiment, 25; 
moral code of, 27; position and 
power most important motives of, 
28-30 

Rural vote. The, cannot be calculated 
accurately, 18 

Russia, The common j^eople of, 
controlled through the Greek 
Church, 19; power of the church 
in, constitutional, 165 ; with growth 
of, war in, ceased, 173 
Russia, Germany, and Great Britain, 
monarchies, but their govern- 
ments have little likeness, 25 
Russo-Japanese war, The, 13 ; in- 
evitable, 162-63; intervention in 
the, 174 

Schools and colleges. Our, have a 
great effect in determining our 
politics, 19 

Self-interest a strong political motive, 
36-37 

Shaw> Leslie M., Secretary of the 
Treasury, 118 

Sborman Anti-Trust Act, Tblit, ' 116, 
129-30 

fiflavfery. The problem of, and thflii 
Civil War, 162 
Slaves ought not to vote, 52 
Social influence of the chief executive, 
111-12; of the aristocracy, 118 
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Social institutions have their in- 
fluence upon political conditions, 

Booiallstio experiment, A, proposed 
in state of Washin^n, 21 
Socialists, Belief of the, 14 
Societies, Common characteristics 
of different classes of, 7; we join, 
but are jbom into the state, 10 
Society, The fundamental influence 
that tends to create, 31 
South Africa, Federation, Ih* 173 
Squt|i Carolina, Length of consti- 
tution of, 144 

Southern states, Sentiment in, after 
close of the Civil War, 59 
Spain, International troubles aris- 
ing from war with, 166 
State, Nature of the, and of govern- 
ment, 1-22; a tentative ideal of 
the, must be^^eet up, 2-3; exists 
for the benefit of all classes, 4; 
characteristics of the, 6-12; a 
social organisation, 7; is supreme, 
gives and enforces laws, 9*10 ; 
governing the chief work of the, 9 ; 
grants aid and protection, 10-11; 
acts through its agents, the govern- 
ment, 11-12; activities of the, 
how determined, 14-17; likely to 
make mistakes, 17 1 factors that 
shape the nature of the, 18-20 ; 
the best, in the of the poor 
and of the idle ricbfoS ; a free, and 
one with a popular government to 
be distinguished between, 43-44 ; 
social and practical conceptions 
of the people of the, 147 
States, The growth of great, a ten- ; 
den^ for peace, 173; concerted I 
aeti^^among leading, may de- 
( tdhniiip jpeaoe, 174 
Statesnsan,^Duty w the, 22; mis- 
leads one of his ne^shboes for the 
. good of the stai^ 27 
^Straits Settlements, Different races 
represented in Qovemoris Countdl 
. of the, 121 

8tudy*j,, CctppaAtive, of oth«r states 
and! governments M 09 
8hudy* H^hods of, m handling the 
prUM of pmiS, 


Subordinates and superiors, 118-2Q; 
should be carefully selected, 124; 
responsibilities of, 124-26 
Success, Measure of a nation's true, 4 
Suffrage, The, 40-60 ; the chief 
classification of governments based 
on, 42; tendency to extend the 
right of, and to give voters more 
influence, 43; should not be the 
same in all countries, 55-56; not 
a right, 57 ; question of, must be 
settled for the good of each com- 
munity, 57-58 ; for the negro 
or other race. 58-60 ; general 
principles of, to be applied con- 
servatively, 60 

Supreme Court, IT. S., and the Sher- 
man Anti-Trust Act, 129-30; and 
aerial navigation, 133; not famil- 
iar with businesa conditions, 135; 
charges of '^pacWg" the, 137; 
decision of, on the incothe tax, 138 
Switzerland easily defended, 18; 
worlrof voters in, 45, 47 ; propor- 
tional representation iu, 84, 85, 
87; initiative and referendum in, 
105-^ 107; 108;, legislature the 
final interpreter of law in, 138 

Taboo, Custom of, in Islands of 
Oceanica, 92 

^Tariff, The, affects party member- 
ship, 67; compromise on, 98 
Tasmania, Proportional representa- 
tion in, 87 

Taxes, Light or heavy, at the will of 
the people, 14-15 

Temperament of individuals uot^ 
worthy, 66 ^ 

Territory, Question of right and 
wrong in the acquirement of, 164* 
65 

Texas, The acquisition of, a necessity, 
163 

Theft, Law against, in a community 
^ pf thieves, 105 

Thinking understandingly too mmdi 
trouble for most of us, 42 
TradsiwHestralnt of, under Shennip 
Anti-Trust Act, 129-30 
T^reasury, Secretary of, Ind the 
poirit of puUio fund^, 118 
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Treasury, The U. S., the greatest book« 
keeping and disbursing establish* 
ment in the world, 120 * 

Turkey, The Sultan of, has limits set 
to his despotism, 25 

“Unconstitutional,” Difference in 
meaning of, in Great Britain and 
United States, 145 
United States, Chief executive of 
(1908), 110; federation in the, 173, 
175 

University faculty. Parties in a, 66- 
67 

University president, The, desires 
to ektend his power, 30 
Utah, Womah suffrage in, 57 

Van Buren and Congress, 114 
Vendetta, The custom of the, 92 
Venezuela controversy, Cleveland en- 
forces Monroe Doctrine in the, 
166 “ 

Vices, personal, Franklin on stop- 
ping, 00 ; le^slation on, 99-100 
Vote, A Democratic, equal to 5.4 
Republican votes, 81 
Vote buying. How td stopi^ 37 
Voters, Nine-tenths of, stay put in 
politics, 33-34; should do their 
own thinking, 35; influenced by 
devotion to party leader, 37 ; 
influence exerted by, 43; char- 
acter of work done by, 44-45; 
voting upon laws the main duty of, 
in some countries, 45; the most 
Important wqrk of, 45, 47, 48; | 
choose between rival candidates, 
46; propose laws in Switzerland, 
47; age qualification of, 47; 
nc^nce, 48; educational quail- 1 


fication, 48-50 ; knowledge of 
good government, 60; patriotism 
.and good judgment, 60-51; in- 
dependence in, 61-52 ; corruption 
of, worse than party defeat, 63; 
influencing doubtful, 64-66; con- 
sider their individual interests, 68; 
should influential and conscien- 
tious, withdraw from their party,. 
69, 70; should not be bound by 
party name, 70; the body of, 
the political society of the state, 
147 

Voting, The right of, a sacred trust, 
44; }>a8is for restrictions on, 44; 
not a right, 57 

Wage-earners and the ballot, 62 
Washington, George, Efforts of, to 
promote peace, 160 
Wealth,^ Concentration of. In the 
hands* of a few, has influenced our 
law and politics, 19 
Wesley, John, and the drunkard, 20 
Western continent not open to 
European powers, 165-66 
Woman suffrage, 63-68; argument 
of anti-suffragists, 54 ; independent 
personality of women, 65; some- 
times a success, 66 ; in the eastern 
and western states, 67 ; the question 
must be scuttled for the good of 
each community, 57-68; public 
sentiment a^d, 67-68 
Women, Our, fully the equal of the 
nien, 53-54; have the right to vote 
in some countries and states, 64; 
large proportion of, have indepen- 
dent personality, 66; and men 
think much alike on public que»- 
tions, 56-57 
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